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P.ENANCGE, # 
HERE isnothing more common amongſt thoſe 
-- - of the Church of i Rome, than to amplifie and ſet 
_ forth the Rigors of-Penance, praGtiſed in their 
 - Communion.” "Tis from this fuppofal they draw 
©2000 rect many Prejudices againſt the Proteſtants, 
as if the love-of- Licentiouſneſs- had made them ſhake off” a 
Yoke fo troubleſome and-uneaſie to the Fleſh. We know alſo 
how: much they eſteem themielves on-account of theſe! Seve: 
rities; as if their Chureh thefein gave!a certain Mark of' her 
Zeal and Care'for the Salvation-of her Children, whom by 
theſe Examples ſhe trains up to Holineſs. Tt will be therefore 
of -uſe for the forming of thoſe who have not attentively; 
confidered theſe matters; and/to prevent the Cheat they en+ 
dexvourto impoſe on Proteſtants, to hay:open as briefly as may 
be, theſe Myſteries, and to make it appear, that theſe Prattices 
> boaſted of, are vaſtly remote: from'the Spirit of Re- 

ion. | | Pa rt any 

5 will not here inſiſt upon- that which is pecultiar:ito :fome 
Orders of Men in thar Communion; 'aboutthe :ynatterof Pe- 
nance'; the Fanſenis have ſufficiently performedthis-im ſeve- 
ral of their Writings, Neither will I inſiſt on 'what Father Le 


Moyne 


A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 


Moyne hath maintained in his Maniſe/to, p. 46. That the Pro: 
poſitions of Morality relaxed, which made ſo much noiſe, were 
writ by the moſt famous Men of the Univerſity of Parzs: 
Nor on what Amadeus Guimenius hath made out, that what is | 
objected to the Jeſuits in this matter, 1s not peculiar to them, 
and that therefore the Fayſeni/ts could not cenſure the Propo- 
ſitions which the Jeſuits defend about Morality, without chal- 
lenging the whole Church of Rome,” Whoſe moſt famous Di- 
vines have defended the fame Opinions long time before and 
ſince the Reformation. My Deſign is not to inſiſt on ſome par- 
ticular Practice peculiar to ſome place, but to ſpeak of what 
is commonly practifed. and raught by the whole Bedy of that 
Communion, and received” by- ther Divines and" Canonifts, 
that is, by thoſe whom that Church acknowledges for her 
Doctors and Directors. po fog | | 
[ ſhall bound my: ſelf - in this .Diſcourſe: to ſpeak chiefly of 
Six Articles which concernithe Ads of Penance, and which 
evidently ſhew that the Church of- Rowe hath :made of that 
Duty a meer Phantaſm, which canbe of no uſe.to the Salvati- 
on of Chriſtians. The 157 reſpects , the abolition of the Pe- 
nance of the Ancients, as to the qutward acts of it. The 24 
reſpeas the Abolition of Penance, as to its Internals. 'The 34 
the Practice of Indulgences. The 4th;concerns.the Right that 
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 Penitents have to reject the Penanazs impoſed/on them by their 


Confeflors. The 5th reſpeQs that Power a Sinner hath to make 
Satisfaction by means of a Third, upon whom he diſchargeth 
the care-of performing the Penance he does accept of. The 6th 
concerns the! nature of theſe Satisfa&tions: for Sins, to which 
all the Romiſh Piety may be reduced. oO i 
It can't be denied, that the Church of old made uſe of great 
ſeverities with regard to Sinners that were guilty of enor- 
mous Qrimes ; her excluding at. firſt from her Communion 
for ever thoſe that were guilty of Idolatry, Adultery, and 
Murther, doth evidence that ſhe was minded to inſpire Sin- 
ners with the- greateſt Horror and Averſion for ſuch Crimes 
as 
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erning Penance. 


2s theſe'; and afterwards her admitting Sinners guilty of ſuch 
Enormities only to receive her Peace, and: the Tokens of her 
Communion, at'the hour of death, is a ſufficient evidence that 
by this ſeverity the was minded to keep off thoſe that were no: 
ſufficiently touched with the horror of theſe ſins. We know al- 
ſo what Auſterities, Puniſhments and Mortifications ſhe pre- 
ſcribed to thoſe who were deſfirons to partake of this Grace; 
and that without a continued exerciſe for many years of acts 
of Penance, all hope of Reconciliation was taken away from 
ſuch groſs ſinners. The ſinner wasobliged to appear betore the 
Church in a mourning. Habit,covered with Aſhes, and wearing 
an Hair Cloth; in this poſture he. was to- proſtrate himſelf 
at the feet of the Congregationwith tears and groans,conjuring. 
them, with their prayers,to entreat the favour of God for him; 

afterwards by the earneſt application of the Aſſembly to the 
Biſhop in his behalf, he was admitted to do Penance, he was ob- 

liged to humble himſelf under the hand of the Biſhop, to ob- 

tain his prayers and bleſſing during his penitential Courſe ;. he 
was for a long time according to the nature of his ſins, ex- 

cluded from the Communion of Believers, and to continue for 

ſome years in the Condition of the Catechumeni, without aſſiſt- 
ing at Prayers or the Sacrament, and for ſome years more in 

the ſtate of. thoſe, for whom the Biſhop implored the Divine 

Mercy; and after all, for ſome years more deprived of the-Sa- 

craments,. tho admitted to Common Prayer ; yea ſometimes 

excluded for ever from the participation of the Euchariſt;except 


at the hour of Deathz:as we find it ſet down in theCanons of the 
Councils of the 34,4th,5th,and 67h. Century,not to ſpeak now 
of thoſe additions that have, been ſince made to the ſeverity of 
thoſe Ancient Canons. This Diſcipline as to the greateſt part of 


theſe particulars, continued for above a thouſand years in the 


Weſtern Church. But what part of all theſe outward acts of 
Penance hath the Church of Rome retained-? 


I. She hath aboliſhed all the rigor, and retains only an empty: 
ſhadow thereof, in.the MT denounced art the: 
' ; | bes. 
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A Difcom ſe concerning Penance. © 
beginning of Lext, and wherefrom they are again abſolved on' 
the Thurſday called: 1» Czna Domini. #063 FEE: 
[{.She hath ſo order'd the matter by means of AuricularCon- 
ſeſſion, that nothing now remains of publick Penance for pub- 
lick fins; whereas the Church ſometimes for private ſins ſubmit- 
ted the ſinner to publick Penance, Morir. de Penit. L.5.C. 8. 
[{].She has by the ſame means ſo wholly changed the notion 
of Penance, that even a perſon who has committed Murther, 
Adultery, or any other of thoſe fins ſhe terms Mortal, may 
ſoon after the fact be admitted to the Communion. We know 
how the Janſen/ts have been treated, upon ſuſpicion that they 
intended to re-eſtabliſh the rigor of the Ancient Canons,by de- 
barring thoſe from the Euchariſt,that were guilty of ſuch fins. 
That ſhe has aboliſhed all the outward Rigor of Penance, is 
a matter that needs no proof, as being known to all the world, 
Where do we find in this Communion the leaſt traces of thoſe 
ſeveral Orders of Penitents that of old were fo common in the 
Church? Has ſhe retained any of thoſe Penitential Canons which 
fervedfor a rule to correct and chaſtiſe ſuch great Sinners, tho 
we read them at this day at the end of the Decree of Gratian? 
We know that ſince the middle of the x3 Century Alexander # 
Ales hath expreſly ſet down that almoſt all Confeffors maintain- 
ed,” that all Penances were arbitrary, z. e. depended on the will 
of thei Prieſt, who could impoſe more or leſs as he pleaſed; and 
that without ſinning, as doing it in virtue-of the keys. We know 
that Cardinal Aureolus hath obſerved about the year x300-that 
in his tume they were no more impoſed;and: that the cuſtom of 


theninas abrogated. And-the' we find ſ6menortable exattiples 


of Severity until the end'of the r5' Century, for ſome very enor- 


' mous crimes, yet we ſee that ſince that time,in impoſing of Pe- 


nance,they only made uſe of Rods;,wherewith the Cardinals and 
Penitentiaries whipped their Penitents. Moreover P. 7haumaſſin 
tells us in his Preface to, the Decree of Grat7an,that in proceſs of 
time they came t9' that degree of: remifneſs, as only to' take 


rods for a ſhow, and out of Ceremony;; fo far were all as of 


Penance diſuſed ſince the year" 500. I know 


TT ct 


A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 5 
I'know that in ſome parts of Spain, we find ſome obſcure re- _ he 
mains of this ancient Diſcipline. Benedi#i ſpeaks of ſome who jj, 5. Ca 
whipt . themſelves in - publick, in the Paſſioh-week , carried 
Croſſes on their ſhoulders, and performed other like acts of Pe- 
nance ; but for all that, the ſaid Author acknowledges that the 
torm of Penance practis'd in the Ancient Church, was no longer 
in being, and that the forementiored Spaniſh Penances , 1n 
which the faces of the Penitents were covered that they might 
not be known, were only arbitrary, depending on the will of 
thoſe that underwent them, 

It it be true then that the rigor of the Ancient Church was 
of great uſe for the humbling ot ſinners ; it it be true that thoſe 
ſeverities performed in Publick were very efficacious to inſpire 
Believers witha religious fear to avoid the like crimes ; laſtly, - 
if it be true that the Ancient Church made uſe of this ſeverity 
as a bank to ſtop the'Corruption of the Age, and a Bulwark 
againſt the Calumnies of a Celſus or a Julian, who accuſed her 
of a ſoft indulgence for, and favouring of ſin ; the Church of 
Rome orithe contrary has given the'reins to ſinners, and made 
way for all licentiouſneſs, by aboliſhing the ancient ſeverity,and 
hath opened the mouths. of infidels to renew thoſe accuſations 
wherewith:the Pagans of. old charged the Church, vzz. for ad- 
mitting the ntoſt Criminal to her Communion. 

-. Tacknowledg that as the ſcandal-that publick ſins gave to thoſe 
that knew of them, was repaired by Acts of publick Penance,ſo 
they could not be impoſed on ſuch whoſe ſins were unknown, 
the Church of old wiſely diſpenſing with this humiliation in 
thofe whoſe ſins were:not come to publick knowledg. But the 
Church: of: Rowe hath'ſo entirely taken away this diſtinction, 
that-the moſt execrable ſinner of her Communion , may 
after his being confeſt to a Prieſt, without giving the publick 
any tokens of his Repentance, paſs for a true Penitent. Neither 
; hath the oppoſition made. againſt this Novelty, availed any 
thing, the Church of Rowe having ſtopt the mouths of all op- 


ponents, by giving her Prieſts the character of Judges 1n _ 
| ris 


Expet, 


6 ' A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 
Tribunal of Confeſſion ; and by maintaining, that provided 4 
ſinner ſubmit himſelf to their Judgement, he is not obliged to 
undergo the Laws of Diſcipline, which the Primitive Church 
had preſcribed to finners, to be aſfur'd of the truth and ſinceri- 
ty of their Repentance. 
T. 2.Con- Not but that thoſe who had any zeal for Religion, took no- 
YT tice that this change made an Inlet for all manner of vice. A 
337. Council held at Lambeth in 128 x. tit.de Penit.declares as much 
| expreſly, attributing the abolition of Solemn and publick Pe- 
nance to the negligence of ſpiritual DireCtors ; it declares that 
this flackning of Penance did nothing elſe but greatly contri- 
bute to the exceſs and impunity of Crimes, and endeavours 
to re-eſtabliſh the ſame; but the Power of Confeſlors being alrea- 
dy too 'great, they could by no means reform theſe matrers. 
The miſchief increaſed daily, infomuch that if here-and there 
any footſteps of ſeverity were found in ſome Confeſlors, they 
only made uſe thereof to advance the intereſt; of the Clergy. 
The Princes of Germany preſented in the year 1510. an hundred 
grievances againſt the Court' of Rome, the. 67th of which ime 
ported, That the Eccleſiaſtical Judges andOfficers impofed fuch 
ſevere Penances upon Laicks, that they had rather buy them 
off with money, than perform them ; by which means the La- 


Faſcic.rer. 


Fath.Paul icks were impoveriſhed, and the Clergy inriched; But all this 


——_ Remonſtrance was vain. It was alſo in vain that Cardinal Caje- 


Trid. F&#ax;to reſtore Indulgences to their former credit, which Indul- 
.  gences he look'd upon only as a remiſſion of the Puniſhments 
 1mpoſed in Conteſſion,adviſed Pope Adrian the 6th to reeſtabliſh 

the Penitential Canons ; for : Cardinal Pacci fruſtrated his de- 


ſign by remonſtrating to the Pope that the execution of them - 


wm & was impoſlible. Charles the IX. King of Fraxce, demanded, in 
pour le ONE Of his Articles of Reformation preſented to the Council of 
Concil. de Trent, that Publick Penance for Publick fins might be re-eſta- 


by bliſhed in the Church, Arr. 30. But all the world: knows what 
vai, regard was had to.that demand. | hh 


 *Tis 


A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. "7 
"Tis this overthrow of Diſcipline that has given riſe to that 
ſcandal, wherewith the Church in former times reproached 
Hereticks : for at this day we find in that Communion a man 
guilty of Adultery at the Table of the Lord, as if he were pure 
and innocent. 'Tis at thisday that we fee a raan that keeps his 
Concubines,and lives a debauch'd life,enjoy the ſame advantages 
with the chaſteſt and moſt virtuous perſons of the world. Necte 
in Lupanari, mane in Altars, filiam Veneris nofte tangentes, fili- 
um Virginis mane contrattantes ; as Cardinal Yitry exprelles 
himſelt in his Hiſtory L274. 2. Cap. 5. where he deſcribes the 
ſtate of the Weſtern Church, giving the moſt horrid repreſen-  , 
tation of it imaginable. A Prieſt cannot refuſe Abſolution to 
an Adultereſs, or to a debauched perſon, as oft as they confeſs 
with regret, and a reſolution to change their lives ; this is the 
Doctrine of Navarr. Cap. 3. Num. 20, of his Enchier. A 
Prieſt may abſolve a debauched perſon, faith Cele/tine de Sacer. 
Penit.Cap.20. when he doth not continually fin with her that 
is in the. ſame houſe with him ; as for inſtance, if he ſins only * 
twice a month, becauſe he might do the ſame with a ſtranger. 
And this is the opinion alſo of Graftas, Sancins, Vivaldus,Diana, 
_ and other famous Caſuiſts. And what is the conſequence of 
this abſolution, but a right to receive the Euchariſt All this 
15 little; we ſee a Prieſt that keeps his Concubines, and a com- 
mon Fornicator, have the priviledge of celebrating Mals,that is, 
to perform the greateſt publick Religious funAion of the Ro- 
miſh Church ; only becauſe, forſooth, he hath confeſſed to one - 
like himſelf, and recieved his abſolution. For whereas-the Ca- Toter. 
nons of the Ancient Church would have ſubjected ſuch an one Sum. Con- 
to a Penance of many years, no ſins at this day make a Prieſt IR ” 
irregular, but ſuch asare very enormous and notorious. Now Ant.deBu- 
Fornication in the Church of Rome is not accounted an enor- ng 


mous vice,and fuch as merits depoſition ; and by notorious ſins, ex tenore 


they mean only thoſe which the guilty perſon hath confeſſed HR 
Oran. 


before his Judge, or that are clearly proy'd againſt him, or for pe 

which he hath been publickly condemn'd; Zolet. zbid. That ar fiCteri- 

which I obſerve here is, that this cuſtom 1s conſtant amongſt ci depidu, 
B them 
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A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 
them ; that all the Caſuiſts of that Communion agree in this 
point, tho indeed nothing be more contrary to the Spirit ofthe 
Primitive Church, and of true Religion ; nothing wherein the 
corruption of that Church is more palpable, and nothing con- 
ſequently whereof ſhe ought to be more aſhamed, in caſe ſhe 
were in the leaſt ſenſible of that reſpe& and reverence that is 
due to the Myſteries of Religion. | 

But perhaps the Church of Rowe in aboliſhing the External 
part of Penance, as it was praCtis'd in the Ancient Church, has 
at leaſt retained the eſlential part of Penance, in preſcribing to 
-their Penitents what is neceſlary to true Converſion. This is 
that which is done by the Reformed Churches ; for tho they 
have not inall places eſtabliſhed the ſame Rules which took 
place in the Primitive Church, as indeed it was no eaſy mat- 
tcr to reduce people to thoſe firſt Rules, who had been accuſto« 
med to licentiouſneſs under the condutt of the Rom/þ Miniſtry ; 
yet they have'omitted nothing that wasneceſlary to give their 
Penitents a true averſion from vice. But alas ! the Church of 
Rome hath wholly overthrown the notion of Penance, when ſhe 
teaches that the Sacrament of Penance, being joined with the 
ſimple attrition of the ſinner, is ſufficient o put him into a 
ſlate of Grace and truly to reconcile him to God. We muſt a 
little explain this dodtrine,that the horridneſs of it may appear, 
and to make it evident that nothing doth more palpably over- 

throw the Spirit of Religion. | 
Contrition,according tothe Sentiment of the Church of Rome, 
imports a forrow for our having offended God,not only becauſe 
he can damn ſinners, but alſo becauſe he is infinitely worthy of 
our obedience and love. Contrition therefore ſuppoſeth not on- 
iy the fear of Hell, but alſo the Love of God, which retakes its 
place in the finners Soul, and which leads him again tothe 
obedience of ſo good a God, whom he hath been ſo unhappy 
to oftend. 477ritzou on the contrary,according to their opinion, 
doth not import anx thing of the Love of God in the ſinner, 
but only a fear of Hell, which makes him condemn his fin ; it 
is the fruit only of a ſlaviſh tear, ariſing fromthe proſpect of the 
| Puniſh- 


A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. oo 

Puniſhments deſigned for finners. This being fo, I deſire the 
- Reader to judge, whether the Church of Rowe have not taken 
away the eſſential part of Repentance, in receiving for one of 
her maxims, That 47tri#/on 1n conjunction with the Sacrament 
is ſufficient to re-enſtate man in the grace and favour of God. 
And what tho ſhe exhorts ſinners to Cotriti9z; 15 it not evident 
that the greateſt part of ſinners finding great trouble in dving 
that which they declare ſufficient, will find much more difh- 
culty to do what their Confeſlors judge not to be neceſſary, 
tho without doubt it be the better and ſurer way. | 

To ſet this dangerous overthrow of Repentance in a clear 
light, it will be ſufficient to do two things; The firſt is to prove 
that Attrition imports no more, than what we have declared 
juſt now to be the opinion of the Church of Rome ; the other is, 
Thac this Attritzon,with the Sacrament of Penance,is ſufficient 
to put a manin a ſtate of Grace, If we prove both theſe points, 
it will be as clear as the day, that man may be reſtored to fa- 
vour with God, without any act of the Love of God; which is 
a Doctrine as far eſtranged and remote from the nature of true 
Repentance, as any thing the ſpirit of man 1s capable to con- 
ceive. 
| Now we need not conſult ſome ſingular Caſuiſt, to prove 
that the definition of 47trition, ſuch as we have ſet it down, is 
the common opinion of the Rewzi/h Church. Since firſt ſhe di- 
ſtinguiſhed between Attrition and Contrition, this has been the 
Common notion amonegſt her Divines ; for they look upon in- 
fuſed Charity, as an effect of the Sacrament of Penance,whoſe 
eſſence they fay conſiſts in theſe words of the Prieſt, when he 
faith to the Penitent, I abſolve thee ; for fo Fa. Amolet declares 
himſelf in his Abridgment of Divinity in French, Book g. Ch. 3. 
P+ 639 ; and the famous Mendicant Peter St. Foſeph ſpeaks to 
the ſame purpoſe in his [dea of Divinity concerning the Sacra- | 
ment, /ib.3. c. 2. The Canoniſts themſelves are of the ſame opi- - 2 py 
nion. Abbot Fazzani,the greateſt Canoniſt of his time, declares nc. tne 


in his Work apon the Decretals, dedicated to Pope Alexander Cap cum 
the VII. that the Prieſt of the Greek Church ought conditional- — Bw. 
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A Diſcourſe concerning Penance, 

ly tobe re-ordained , for that the greateſt part of them being 
ordained only with the impoſition of hands,Charity perſuades 
u5 to reordain them conditionally,becauſe of the danger of ſouls, 
eſpecially in the caſe of the Sacrament of Penance, which 
would be of no avail to thoſe who are Attrite, ſhould they be 
abſolved by one that wants the Character of Prieſthood; which 
he proves by the 4, and 7, Chap. of the 14. Seſſion of the Coun- 
cil of Trent. The Cafuiſts make no doubt of the point. This is 
che Doctrine of Eſchobar in his famous Synopfis of Moral Divi- 
nity, of the 37zh. Edition, Trad. 7. Cap. 4. as alſo of the famous 
Beaedift Rhemy Noydens in his Practice of Curates, the 14h. 
Edition, Printed at Madrid with all manner of Approbations in 
1674. Traft. 5. Cap. 5. N.-5. .The ſame Doctrine we find in 
the Catechiſms for the Children of that Communion ; the 
Chriſtian Inſtruftion, or Catechiſm printed in 1665. at Parts, 
and ordered to be alone taught throughout that Dioceſs,declares 
it ſelf thus,p. 65. leſſon the '6. concerning Contrition-24e/f. What 
ts tmperfettiContrition > Anſ. Tt is a ſorrow for having offended 
God, eels of his Fuftice, which is not ſufficient for the Pardon 
of our Sins, if it be wot joined with Confeſſion. That which is 
conſiderable in this point is, that with ongaccord they give us 
a reaſon, which according to their Hyporheſisis deciſive in this 
matter, viz, If Charity were found-in the ſinner, he would al- 
ready be in a ſtate of Grace ; but the ſinner is not in a ſtate of 
Grace before he has received the Sacrament, therefore A4ttritzon 
is an imperfect ſtate,which leaves ſomething for the Sacrament 
to do ; and on this account differs from Contritzou, which re- 
enſtates a man in Grace, as being accompanied with Charity, 
And in caſe we fhould not be convinced with the force of this 
reaſon, they endeavour the ſame by two other much more ir- 
reſiſtible Arguments; the fir{t whereof is, becauſe the point 
hath been thus determined by the Council of 7rext, Seſs. x4. 
Cap.4.as may be ſeen in 4melot and a St. Foſeph, at the places 
before cited. The 2415.th«t they give to the words of the Prieſt, 
7 abſolve thee; a ſenſc that neceſlarily imports this notion ; 
I abſelve thee, fawh Eſcobar, that is to ſay, 1 confer the GFace 
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which 7s Expulſroe of fin. See the ſenſe of this form of words 
in P. a St.Foſeph in Theſ. Univerſ. Theolog. de Penit. p. 110. 7 
confer upon thee the Sanitifying Grace , which of it ſelf fo-- 
gives fins. 

The 2d Article which imports that A4zr7ion is ſufficient, 1 
being joined with the Sacrament of Penance, is altogether j 


— 


conformable to the Notions of the Council of 7rext,. from Seff. 14. 

whence the Roman. Divines draw their Definition. In effect, ©P:% 

we are to obſerve three things here, which clearly decide the 

Point : The firſt is, That fince the Council of 7rent, we find 

few Divines that defend the Ancient Opinion of the neceſſity 

of Contrition, the contrary Opinion having gained ſo much 
- ground as well Speculatively as Practically , that nothing is 

more generally believed and taught. Benedi@i in his Summa de 

Peccar. lib, 5. c. 1.p. 842. makes the difference between Repen- 
 * _ tanceconfidered asa Virtue, and as a Sacrament, viz. That all 

thoſe of old that died before the Aſcenſion of Chriſt, without 

perfect Contrition, are loſt; the caſe not being ſo with us, who 4 
may befaved' by Attrition alone, by means of the Sacrament 7! 
of Penance, which confers Grace and Remiſſion of Sins, ex H: 
opere operato, which the Virtue of Penance cannot do, The a 
24 is, Thatit is ſocertain a thing with them, that Azrrition 

is ſufficient, that the Directors are content and ſatisfied, in caſe 

their Penitents have but felt the motion of Attrition at the pe:;. , $ 
time when they made refletion on their ſins in order to con- Joſeph 1-- 
feſs them, tho they feel no ſuch motion whilſt they are confect Je4Theol. 

. | , e ſacr. 

ſing. The 3d is, That a Father of the Oratory having decla- 1..c. 2. re. Vt 
red in his remarks upon a Treatiſe of St. Auguſtin, that Re- fols 
pentance cannot be true, intire, nor aſſured, if it want the # 
conditions of true Contrition, and that without it the Grace /\ i 
of the Sacrament of Penance cannot be obtained, the Divi- | 
nity Faculty of Paris condemned the faid Propoſition as con- [ 
trary to the Peace and Quiet of Souls, and «to the confirmed z 
Practice of the Church, capable to diminiſh the efficacy of » {4 
the Sacrament of Penance, raſh and erroneous. This Decree 


was made the r/# of Fuly 1638, Whence it ſufficiently _ 
that 
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| that ſome Divines favouring the Doctrine of St. 4uſtzn, for 
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cndeavouring to oppoſe themſelves to the Torrent that threat- 
ned to overthrow the Ancient Opinion, have been moſt ſolem- 
ly condemned by that Pacu!ty. 

' I acknowleds there have always been ſome Divines, who tho 
they teach that ſimpie Attrition 1s ſufficient with the Sacra- 
ment, yet endeavour to ſweeten that Opinion, which in all 
appearance was not very pleaſing to them; theſe by Attritzon 


underſtand an imperte& Contrition, which ſuppoſeth ſome 


degree of the Love of God. But at the fame time it is true, 
x. That theſe very Divines acknowledg Charity to be the 
fruit of Abſolution, and believe that this imperfect Contrition 
would not be ſufficient without the Sacrament, to reſtore a 
ſinner to the ſtate of Grace, This they expreſs in conformity 
to the Council of Trext, which doth conſider theſe motions 
only as diſpoſitions to that Grace, which'is conferred in the 
Sacrament ; and Grace and Charity according to them differ 
only in Notion. 2+ It 1s true that'the oppoſite Opinion, which 
holds that Azttritzou imports nothing of 'the Love of God, 
but only a ſorrow produced by the fear of Hell, doth general- 
ly obtain amonglt thoſe of the Reman Communion. Itis hard 
to conceive how a belief fo contrary to the Notion of Repen- 


tance could ever enter into the ſeat of Confeſſion, and yet 


moſt ſureit 1s, that it both is, and bears ſway.there. : 
. Some Authors of .the Rowan Church ingenuouſly acknow- 


ledg, that the Opinion which ſuppoſeth that Contrition is not 


neceſlary to a Penitent, but that Attrition becomes Contrition 
by means of the Sacrament, is of no long ſtanding, Soto zn 4. 
diff. 18.9. 3. Art. 2. Yea it ſeems as if Melchior Canus, Biſhop 
of the Canartes, who aſſiſted at the Council of 7rent, wasthe 
firſt that broached this Doctrine, That Attrition joined with 
the Sacrament of Penance ſufficeth, dif, 13. de Panit. Art. 7. 
N. 5,& 6. But withalfays, that the ſureſt way is to exert an 
at of Contrition, when danger of death obliges a ſinner to 
confeſs. In the mean time let us conſider how far this Dodrine 
pleaſed the Divines of Rome ; many of the moſt famous of 


them 
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i them have highly maintained this Opinion of Melchior Canrs, 

F and poſitively deny that a ſinner is obliged to produce any Act 

| of Contrition, or of the Love of God, in order to be recon- 
ciled with him, provided he makes uſe of Confeſſion. Thele 
Dodtors maintain, ſays the famous P. Morinus, that the Power |* apy 
only of loving God, produced by the Sacrament in the Souls * 7 
of the ungodly, whoare ſtruck with the terror of Hell, doth 
juſtifie them, and reconcile them to God ; and furthermore, 
that it is not needful to love God ſometimes, or ſo much as 
once during ones lite, or to conceive the leaſt Sorrow for ha- 
ving ſo grievouſly oftended him; yea thoa ſinner ſhould have 
hated God to his laſt breath. Laſtly, that the Faculty of loving 
God, produced by the Sacrament, is. far more excellent than 
the very act of Love and Contrition it ſelf, _ 

It is hard to conceive there thould be any Arguments to de- 
fend ſo prodigious an Opinion ; but theſe Authors are not at all 
fo ſeek for them, and thoſe very ſolid too, if we will believe 
them: They maintain that the Excellence and Prerogative of 
the Sacraments of the Goſpe), above thoſe of the old Law, 
appears chiefly in this, that the Sacraments of the Goſpel 
have delivered Chriſtians from the heavy yoke of Contrition, 
and the Love of God. They pronounce with . a Maſter-like 
Authority, That when Jeſus Chriſt eſtabliſhed the neceſlity 
of Confeſſion, he took away the neceſſity of the Love of 
God, being appeaſed by the Habit of Loving God, for fear of 
over-charging the ungodly, and thoie that hate God, with too 

| heavy aBurden. Theſe are the Reaſons alledged by Fenriquez 
lib. 4. Sum. c. 6. n. 5. the fame is alſo the Doctrine of Yaſquez 
in 4 part. q. 86. art. 2. dub, 6. Of Becanus cap. 25. de. Panit. q. 
7.4. 3. Of Laymannos in his Moral Divinity, /4. 5. tr. 6. c. %. 
Of Lopez in his Iuſtrud. Conſcientie, cap. 12. q. 3. Of Peſan* 
tius in his Additions to St. Thomas, gueſt. 5. diſp. 4. Of Puteas . 
mus in 3- P.9. 90. I part. dub. ultim, Of the famous Nicholas 
Tambert, Profeſlor of the Faculty of Paris, diſp. 14. de Panit. 
art. 11. #. 6. & diſp. 13. art. 6, & 7. and many others eſpe- 
- cially of the Modern. Doctors. 
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I don't think it needful to ſhew how oppoſite the Goſpel is 
to this Opinion of the Modern Doctors, nor how contrary 


the ſame is to the Judgment of Antiquity. There are ſome Er-* 
rors ſo abſurd, that the ſerious refuting of them, gives them a ' 
| kind of Authority. There is no Chriſtian, whoſe Soul and No- 


tions are not corrupted by the conduct of ſuch DoQors, that 


can conſider this Doctrine otherwiſe than ungodly, and the 


Socicty which defends or tolerates it, 2s 2 Society extremely 
corrupt. We ſhall neceſſarily paſs this Judginent, if we conſider 
the folly of that Principle on which rhey tcund this prodigious 
overthrow of Repentance. We may ſuppole them fallen into 
this horrible Opinion, by following the notions of the modern 
Schoolmen, and the Council of 7rext, concerning the nature 


and form of Abſolution. They ſet down two things which ve- 


ry natarally lead thereto ; the one is, that' Abſolution which 
they take to'be the Eſientiality of the Sacrament of Penance, 
Confeſſion and Satisfaction according to them being only the 
integral parts of it, is ag act of a Judg who pronouncerh and 
pardoneth the Penitent, which they gather from the form of 
words uſed in Confeſſion, 44/olvo te. The other is, That the 
Sacraments of the Goſpel conferring Grace ex opere operato, 
the infuſion of Grace 1s the infallible effetof Abſolution ; 
whence they very naturally conclude, That neither habitual, 
nor actual Charity is required before the Sacrament,” which 
otherwiſe would be uſeleſs. 

My intent is not to ſearch to the bottom of theſe two ab- 


ſurd Propoſitions ; it ſhall ſuffice.me to evidence to the Reader - 


how far the Church of Rome, who furnitheth her new Doors 
with ſuch Principles, the conſequences of which make a Chri- 
{tians heart to tremble, is departed from that DoErine of the 
Goſpel, Primitive Antiquity, and even from the greateſt part 
of her own Schoolmen. Notwithſtanding, the Church of 


. Rome at this day teaches, that by virtue of thoſe words, 7o 


whomſoever you forgive their fins, they ſhall be forgiven ; the 
Prieſts are eſtabliſhed Judges in the Tribunal of Penance ; yea 
ſuch Judges by virtue of their Character, that without their 

| Abſolu- 
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Abſolution zz re, aut in voto, it is impoſiible to obtain remiſſion 


of ſin ; yet we maintain on the contrary, that the Primitive 


Church never drew any ſuch inference from thoſe words of 
our Saviour, no more than we draw that Authority from them 
for the Miniſters of our Communion. I will not build any 
thing upon what Scotus acknowledges, who pretends that pub- 
lick Penance, ſuch as was uſed in the Primitive Church, was 
not the Sacramental Penance, wherein he is followed by 4#- 
gelus de Clavaſio, and Gabriel Biel, Nor dol take notice that 
the Roman Penitential, decreed by Halitgarius in the 9th Cen- 
tury, and publiſhed by P. Morinus, declares in fo many words, 


' That in the abſence of a Biſhop or Prieſt, a Deacon may re- 


concile a Penitent ; which ſhews that the Abſolution hath nos 
thing common with that of the Church of Rome at this day, 
which cannot be given, but by him who hath the CharaQter 
of a Prieſt or Biſhop. However, it follows from hence, Either 
that this Authority of abſolving Penitents, was not then own'd, 
becauſe no other Penance was ever practiſed by the whole 
Church, beſides the Publick Penance, as the moſt Learned of 
the Roman Communion do acknowledg ; or : that this Autho- 
rity of abſolving ſinners, was only conſidered as ana, whoſe 
only effe& was to evidence, That the Penitent entred again in- 
to = Communion of the Church, whence he had been ex- 
cluded, 

But I will take notice of three or four Things,which evidence 
beyond exception, tho we ſhould grant that the Publick Pe- 
nance of the Ancients was a Sacramental Penance, That they 
had quite another notion of the Abſolution given to Penitents, 
than the Church of Rowe at preſent hath. The x/7 Thing I 
obſerve is, That the Church for ſome time did exclude from 
the right of Publick Penance, thoſe that were fallen into Ido- 
latry, Murther or Adultery ; this is a truth taken notice of by 
Sirmondlus, Morinus, and divers other Learned men of the 


Roman Communion. - Whereupon 'tis very obvious to make | 
theſe Two Refleions; The firſt is, That the Church which 


was but newly come from —_ the Diſcipline of the _ 
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ſtles themſelves, did not believe that the Abſolution given to 
thoſe that were admitted to Penance, was a Judicial AR, with- 
out which it was impoſlible that the Sinners Guilt ſhould be 
pardoned ; for had ſhe been of the Opinion which the Church 
of Rome now maintains, no Cruelty could have been greater 
than to refuſe Penance to a Penitent, becauſe without it, it is 


impoſſible for him to obtain Abſolution, which they ſuppoſe. 


of abſolute neceſſity to the Pardon of his ſins. The 2d Re- 
fletion we are to make on this rigor of the Ancients is, That 
their Church could never believe that this Abſolution had the 


virtue of conferring Grace, ex opere operato, as the Roman 


School terms it, becauſe it would be as great a Cruelty as the 
former, to deny a ſinner that ardently defires it, the only 
means of obtaining Grace, which depends upon the uſe of 
the Sacrament, : 

The 24 Thing I obſerve is noleſs deciſive, if we compare 
the PraQtice of Antiquity for many Ages together, with the 
general Practiſe of the Roman Church, which is diametrically 
oppoſite to it. The Behaviour of the Primitive Church to ſin- 
ners was this ; ſhe admitted them to Publick Penance for the 
firſt time; but if they chanced to relapſe into the ſame or like 
Crimes, for which they had done Penance, ſhe did not admit 
them again. Some Authors of the Roma» Communion, have 
thought they. could diſentangle themſelves from this Difficulty, 
by ſaying that the Church only admitted them to particular 
Penance ; but Learned men of their Communion have ſo 
tully evidenced the falſeneſs of this Pretenſion, that this ſub- 
terfuge will ſcarce be made ufe of. On the contrary, let us take 
a view of the frequent repetition of Penances .in the Roman 
Communion ; of the reiterated Exhortations to have recourſe 
continually to this Sacrament, where Remiſſion of Sin and 
Grace is to be found ; and we ſhall eaſily perceive that the 
Primitive Church, whoſe praQtiſe was ſo different from that 
of the Church of Rowe, was as much eſtranged from her opi- 
nions on the two Points wehave juſt now conſidered. 

A 34 Thing I obſerve, asvery proper to make this matter 

| | appear 
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appear as clear as the day, is, That the whole Church during 
the 12 firſt Centuries, conſtantly believed theſe Two Things. 
1. That Contrition and Charity were abſolutely neceſfary in 
order to Reconciliation with God. 2. That the Abſolution of 
the ſinner was granted to him at the moment of his Contriti- 
on; the Abſolution he received of the Prieſt, not effe&ting the 
pardon of ſin, but only procuring an entrance into the Church, 
from whence he was baniſhed tor the offence he had given. 
It would be aneaſie matter for me to prove the firſt of theſe 
Truths, if Abbot Dozleau in a Book of his, printed at Louvain, 
entituled, Contritzon neceſſary, had not done it ſufficiently to 
my hand ; wherein he hath followed the opinion of many 
Ancient Divines, who do own, that Attrition was never ac- 
knowledged ſufficient, joined with the Sacrament, till about 
the year 1220, about which time this Diſtin&tion began th be 
taught amongſt the Latins. The 24 Propoſition is no leſs cer- 
tain, during thefirſt x2 Centuries. To quit my ſelf of the 
trouble of alledging a great crowd of Authors and Authori- 
ties, which would take me up too much time, I fhall only take 
notice, that after the explication St. Ferome hath given of that 
famous Paſſage, Et dabo tibiClaves Regni Celorum; where he 
ſets down for a Maxim, "That with God non ſententia Sacerdo: 
tum, ſed reorum Vita queritur. And that the Prieſts under the 
New Teſtament have no further right than the Prieſts of old 
had who examined the Lepers ; and there is ſcarce an Author 
amongſt the Ancients that does not foliow the ſame Notion ; 
and they have. done the ſame alſo about the Refurre&tion of 
Lazarus, whom Jeſus Chriſt raiſed from the Dead, and after- 
wards ordered-his Apoſtles. to unbind him, which-only im- 
ports the. declaration of the Pardon of Sins, and attributes 
nothing 'to Abſolution of what the Church of Rome aſcribes' 
to it. This is the Notion Gregory 1 gives us of it in: his 26: 


Hemily upon the Goſpels: Sz. Eloy.of Noyon. Hom; 11; in Evang. 


Paſchaſius Radbert.1. 8; on the 16th of 'St. Matthew: FHaymo Bi- 
ſhop of. Zalberſtat, Homil. in Feſt. St. Petri &* St. Pauli, Chri- 
ſtianus Druthmarus on the 16th of St. Matth. Raoul of-' Flaix 
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4 Pens concerater Prince: 
l;b. 10. in Levit. Odo Abbas Clugniacenfis in his Sermon upon 


Magdalen. Burchardus Biſhop of Wormes, Decreti ſui. lib. g. 
cap. 32. Tves of Chartres, Epiſt. 128. Rupertus Abbot of Thuits, 


lib. 10. in Matth. cap. 11. Pruno Biſhop of Signe, in Joan. part 


'2.cap. 9. Hugo de St. Viftore de Sacrament. cap. 23. Lombard 


lib. 4.cap. 17. Cardinal Pullus Sentent. part 6.cap. 1, Ricbardus 
de St. Viftore de Poteſtate ligandi & ſolvendi, cap. 4. Petrus Blg- 
ſenſis de Confeſs. Sacram. Radulphus Ardens. Serm. in x. Domi- 
xic. poſt Paſcha. I conclude with Pope nnocent III. who ſpeaks 
thus on the 24 Penitential Pſalm, Remih/ti, ut patenter often- 
dat quod peccatum prius remittitur per compunttionem a Deo, 
quam pronuntietur per confeſſionem ab homine. 

To the Three foregoing Remarks I will add this important 
Obſervation, viz. That fo far was the Primitive Church from 
beligring as the Church of Rowe doth at preſent, that the 
form of Abſolution, Ego a#ſalvo te, did conſtitute the eſſential 
part of Penance, and was the foundation of i Fribunal pro- 
perly ſo called ; I fay, fo far were the Ancient Church from 
conceiving any ſuch thing, that we may boldly aſſert, that 
the ſaid Form was not ſo much as known amongſt them ; nor 
does the Church of Eng/and uſe it in the ſenſe the Romans do, 
There be two things that are inconteſtable as to this matter, 
and acknowledged by the moſt famous Dodtors of the Roman 
Communion : The one is, That the Primitive Church never 
attributed the Reconciliation of Penitent ſinners to any thing 
but the Prayers that were made for them, when by the Im- 


poſition of hands they were admitted to the Sacraments. This + . 
is that which Morinus proves at large de Pnit. 136.6. cap.:21. 


& L434. 8.cap. 8. The fame Author proves, according to the 


ſenſe of many of the Fathers, That after” Confeſſion of fins, 
Abſolution was given by the Prayers of the Prieſts, /4.8. c. g. 


He proves that all the Ancient Rituals have nothing but 


Prayers inſtead of the form of Abſolution, 76:4.' cap./t0. And - 


laſtly, hereupon he eſtabliſheth this conſiderable Truth, -That 
in the Primitive Church they ſometimes made uſe of the fame 
Prayers, as well in regard of the ſubje as words, to tmpolſe 

; | oy Penance, 
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Penance, as to confer Abſolution,{:b. g. cap. 32. ſo far were they 
| from believing, that it was neceſlary toabſolve the Penitent, 
with ſome other form than that of Prayers, after which the 
Penitents were admitted to the Enjoyment of all the Rights of 
which Believers were poſleſſed. 14 
The other thing I ſet down 1s, That it is abſolutely falſe that 
ever any Chriſtian Church made uſe of theſe words, 7 ab/olve 
if thee, inthe act of Abſolution, fave only the Latin Church,and 
7 ſhe never did it neither, till about the midft of the 13th Cen- 
] tury ; which-change afterwards occaſion'd a thouſand queſti- 
; ons and difficulties. We find the Hiſtory of this change in one 
of the works of 7homas Aquinas, who undertook the defence of 
this form of Abſolution then newly introduced. 'Tis ſtrange to 
ſee the courſe he takes to eſtabliſh this Novelty ; and we may 
boldly affirm, that he overthrows almoſt all arguments taken 
from the Antiquity of the Church, that might be objected to 
: him, as well as the grand Argument of Tradition.” That this 
/ - was fo as I have hererepreſented it, two of the moſt famous 
men of that Communion have not dard to deny, ' the one is. 
| Morinus, who relates the hiſtory thereof, de Pznr, 1.8.c.20,0. 
| The other is the late MH. de Launoy in one of his Epiſtles to Fa. 
Baron a Dominican, L 
I ſuppoſe theſe four refleQtions ſufficient to evidence to any 
Judicious'Reader,how much the Church of Rome hath innova-. 
ted about the nature of Abſolution,and with what raſhneſs they 
have erected a Tribunal for their Prieſts, whence they pro- 
nounce with the Authority of Judges, _ their procee- 
dings on the words;of our Saviour;but it we ſhould grant them, 
that the worgs-of our Saviour give the Miniſters a Right to 
pronounce theſe words; and "ines uſe of that form, which 
after all ought only to be taken in a ſenſe of declaration to the 
Penitent, after one is aſſured of the truth of his Contrition and 
Repentance; how can the Church of Rome defend the ſenſe they 
have affixed to theſe words, 7abſolve thee, that is,I confer upon 
thee Sanctifying Grace 2 Surely error was fain to take a long 


ſtretch, toadvance ſo far. Melchior Canus p. 4. Relet. de Sa- 
_ cramentis 
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cramentis in Genere, declares that the Schoolmen were much at 
variance about the manner how Sacraments are the cauſe of 
Grace, being fo far from explaining the matter , that they on- 
ly confound the Readers with the diverſity of their opinions ; 
and that there was no one point about which there was greater 
diſſention, not only amongſt the ignorant, but alſo amongſt 
learned men. Some conceive them to be Phyfical Cauſes, as the 
Fire is the cauſe of Burning ; others conſider them as conditi- 


ons without which Grace cannot be produced. So that a 


Chaos of obſcurities ariſeth from the different manner of ex- 
plaining thoſe various kinds of Caufality maintained by the 
Schoolmen. But what matters if the light be clouded by theſe 
miſts, as longas a Divine Ray darted from the midſt of theſe 
obſcurities, reveals. to the Doors of the Romi/hþ Church, that 
Grace is conferred by theſe words, Abſolvo te, 72. e. IT confer 
Sandifying Grace? We never heard any thing of infus'd habits 
before the 12th Century,the Schoolmen having hammer'd that 
notion on the Anvil of Ari/totles writings, as Dr. Boiſleau ac- 
knowledges in.hisTreatiſe of neceſſary Contrition,chap 3. In the 
mean time: this. DoQraine at laſt hath carried: it, and this be- 
lief being once formed, that Grace is confer'd in the Sacra- 


ments, and that the Eſſentiality of the Sacrament conſiſts in 


theſe words, Fgo Abſolvo te, they have built thereupon,, as a 
point altogether inconteſtable, that the conferring of, Grace 


- abſolutely depends. on. thoſe words pronounc'd, by rhe Prieſt.. 
The Church for many Ages had ſimply believed that the 


prayers pronounced in the name of the Church in be- 


half of the Penitents, obtain'd from God the Grace of the re-, 


miſſion of their ſins, which they had publickly confeſſed with 


great Humility. Now. the intention of the Romz/b Church be-. 
ing changed, ſhe hath alſo altered the ſenſe and meaning of 


thoſe Prayers, which were no longer of any uſe, ſince the Prieſts 


. were eſtabliſhed Judges, and God had inveſted them with the 


Power, of conferring that Grace, which reſtores the ſinner to 
that ſtate from, whence he was fallen by his ſin. 


I ſcarce know whether it be poſſible to conceive a more ter- 
| | rible 
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matter were leſs important, the danger would not be fo grear ; 
but the Salvation of Souls being concern'd therein, it is appa- 


- rent that this overturning can never be ſufficiently exaggerated. 


Let us now after all take a view of thoſe works which the 
Church of Rome impoſes upon Penitents, under the notion of 
Satisfaction, to appeaſe the Juſtice of God. My intent is not 
now to examine whether the Romiſh Church have not in this 
regard alſo, overthrown the notion of the Primitive Church; 
neither will Tinſiſt on the Cuſtom of that Church, to give: the 
Abſolution before any fatisfation was made; the firſt of theſe 
particulars would caſt meupon a Controverſy too Speculative 
for the diſcourſe I intend; and for the 24, viz. the overturning 
of the Primitive Order, that is but too palpable and too noto- 
rious to be excuſed or defended, notwithſtanding all the arrift- 
ces, that have becn made uſe of for that purpoſe. The Janſeni/ts, 
after Monſieur Arnaud,have opened the eyes of all thtz-world as 
to this point ; and tho they haye not been able to reclaim the 
Judgments of the Doftors of their Communion, at leaſt they 
have made it evident that all thoſe who make any refle&tion on 
things, cannot diſſemble their diſlike of ſuch a ſtrange over- 
turning,cauſed by men who boaſt of nothing more-than their 
adhering to the Maxims of Antiquity. | | 

. Someit may be will imagin,that becauſe the Church of Reme 
conſiders Satisfattion as a part of Penance, ſhe does not exclude 
the Love of God from the number of thoſe ads that are ne- 
ceſhry to reſtorea man to the ſtate of Grace, ſeeing ſhe impo- 
ſeth for ſatisfation,Faſting, Prayers, and Alms, which ſhe calls 
fatisfatory works.But thoſe that think ſo,meerly delude them- 
felves,and overthrow the Tribunal of Penance according to the 
Judgment of the Romiſh Divines. The reaſon is evident ; for if 
the Rowi/h Church did not believe that the Abſolution of the 
Prieſt was a Judicial act properly fo called; if the were content 
to teach as the Proteſtants do, that it isonly a declaration made 
to the ſinner, that God pardons him, if his Repentance be ſin- 


cere ; it mighteaſily be maintained, that the ſinner 15 =_ 9 
; Or 


| : | k 2TI 
rible overturning than that 'I have now fepreſented. If the- 
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ſtor'd to a ſtate of Grace, till he be.reſtor'd to that of Charity: 
But it is tao;much, the intereſt of Rome to maintain that the 
Prieſt is a Judg in theTribunal of, Confeſſion, ever to make uſe of 
ſuchan Anſwer. - See here another inconvenience ſhe ought to 
take yall the care imaginable to avoid ; for were people once 
perſuaded-, that Abſolution is not efficacious, as ſoon as pro- 
nounced, it would give a great advantage to thoſe who have 
endeavoured to renew the Cuſtom of deferring Abſolution till 
after the ſinner has performed the Penance impoſed on him; 
which would ſoon overthrow all the great advantages which 
are reaped from the tribunal of Confeſſion. | 

Thus it appears clearly, that the Church of Rowe hath not 
only aboliſhed the external troubleſom part of ancient Penance, 
but hath alſo abrogated that which is the moſt eſſential in- 
ward part thereof, z. e. the neceſſity of Contrition, and the 
Love of God, without which it is evident that Abſolution, 
which is the ſole a of the Prieſt, is of none effect. 

I am not ignorant that it may ſeem to ſome as if Idealt too 
hardly with the Church of Rome, in maintaining that ſhe hath 
overthrown all the Rights of Penance; for ſhe ſeems to. aim at 
nothing leſs,than to let ſinners go unpuniſhed ; her Paſtors that 
pardon like Judges, do alſo impoſe Penalties as Judges, propor- 
tionable to the offence againſt God, and put the ſinner upon 
Penitential aQs, according as they think juſt for to, appeaſe the 
Divinity. To make out the vanity of this objection, need only 
in few words to ſet down the opinions. of the Church of Rowe 
about the matter of Indulgences: for we cannot know this af- 
fair, without comprehending that the Popes who are the Au- 
thors of Indulgences, and who have infinitely multiplied their 
conceſſions of that nature,have totally aboliſhed all neceſlity of 
diſcharging the as of Penance. 

The firſt Indulgences that ever were heard of, were granted 
by Gregory the 7th, whom the Church of Rome hath rank'd a- 
mong her Martyrs ; he granted Pardon of ſins to all thoſe who 
would take up arms againſt his Enemies; as appears from a 


Letter he wrote on this matter to A»/e/mz of Luca, his Legate. 
This 


A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. | 
This Example of his was ſoon imitated by Pope Zr4an the [T. at 
the Council of Cleremont in Auvergne,where he made uſe of this 
expedient to incline the Chriſtjans of the Weſ#, to undertake 
the Holy War. This Pope was induced hereunto by the ſuggeſti- 
on of one Peter the Hermit of the Dioceſs of Amiens, upon ac- 
count of aViſion he had ſeen in the Temple of Feru/alem. At that 
time there remained yet fome ſhadow of the ancient ſeverity 
accommodate to the Barbarous Genius of thoſe times; but this 
Indulgence of the Pope,did in a manner wholly aboliſh all thoſe 
remains in the We/ :, tor thoſe who were willing to undertake 
this voyage, were not only acquitted from performing their 
impoſed Penance, but they alſo who gave any aſſiſtance to 
theſe Pilgrims, enjoyed the ſame diſpenſation. Fa. Maimbonrg 
hath ſufficiently declared the goodly fucceſs of . theſe excellent 
Enterpriſes, which continued till after the middle of the r3. 
Century, in overthrowing the diſcipline of Penance. Fa. Hori- 
zus hath Jone the ſame in Latin, by recounting the Authors 
that ſet themſelves againſt theſe difpenfations, of which the 
Popes were the Authors. _. 
The Biſhopsalſo taking Example by the Pope, increaſed the 
ſaid Corruption, by granting Indulgences for the repairing of 
Bridges, and Highways, and for the building of Churches: but 
they not having. ſo unlimited a power as the Popes whoſe Ex- 
ample they followed, the Church of Rome is particularly obli- 
ged to Pope Boniface VIII. for the total ruine of Diſcipline ; the 
happy invention of the Jubi/ce being due to himza Cardinal of 
his Houſe hath ſet down the Hiſtory of the invention, and *tis 
| hard to determine whether we ought: more to be aſtoniſhed 
at the impudence of a cheat they produc'd, who pretended to 
have aſliſted at a J»#:/ee ro0 years before, at the boldneſs of 
thoſe that countenanc'd this cheat, or the ſottiſhneſs of all Ex» 
rope whom the Pope caught in a net ſo ill ſpread,every one car- 
rying to' Rome immenſe ſums of money to buy the Pardon 
of their ſins, and -Indulgences; whicl the Pope at that time 
diſpenſed very freely to all ſorts of ſinners, &:am-non contrites 
xec confeſſis, they are the words of Corio of. Milan, who gives = 
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the Hiſtory thereof; But ſince that time the Popes have ſhort- 
ned the time of thoſe Fubilees, have granted Indulgences upon 
all accounts whatſoever, and for money have given them in all 
places, | to all Orders, almoſt to all Churches, to certain Altars, 


to releJſe ſouls out of Purgatory, by getting a Maſs faid for 
them there ; by which means the fear of Cenſures hath been 
in a manner wholly aboliſhed ; and that of Purgatory much 
diminiſhed by this ealy way of getting r:d from thence, on- 
ly by procuring a Maſs to be faid at one of theſe priviledged 
Altars. 

But yet-ſome will ſay, that the Prieſts impoſe very ſevere Pe- 
nances in the tribunal of Conteſſion. This is not a thing abſo- 
lutely true, if we conſider the carriage of Confeſlors, and the 
Character of fome ſinners. We know that in many Caſes thePrieſt 
cannot impoſe any Penance at all ; and that in many other, 
ſinners may be diſpenſed with from undergoing. them. Petrus 


 de-St. Foſepho treatsat large of theſe Caſes, in hisIdea of Theo- 
 logy upon the Sacraments, 1.3. cap. 4. We know alſo the -opi- 


nion and practice of a great number of Divines and Directors, 
who maintain that a ſinner fatisfies not only by works ofSuper- 
crogation, but alſo by thoſe he is obliged to do; ſo that in keep- 
ing the Commands of God, he ſatisfies for the Puniſhment of 


his ſins, This is the Doctrine of. St. Thomas, ' Richard, Giles of 


Rome, Gabriel, St. Anthony and Cajetan ; which makes Benedit: 
obſerve, that when 4 Confeſſor doth not impoſe any other ſa- 
tisfaction; he mult ar leaſt hint thus much to them, to the end 
that;theſe ggpd works .may ſerve inſtead of fatisfaQtion: - But 
ſuppoſing that-the caſes: wherein the Confeſlors impoſe no Pe- 
nance atall, were very-rare, yet we muſt own theſe three con- 
ſiderable points as to this- matter; one is, that ſinners may law- 


- fully refuſe thePenances impoſed on them, in caſe they be wil- 


ling to fatisfie for the ſaid defanlitin Purgatory; Another is, that 
the Church 'of Rexe hath reduced the greateſt part of her Satis- 
factory works to a certain number. of things which may eaſily 
be performed by a. hird perſon,: by which-means he who hath' 
committed the fin, is wholly diſcharged of that trouble, and-is 
. of 
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of ſpecial uſe to keep up the credit of Monks, who take upon 
them theſe Penances to the great eaſe of ſinners. The 34 is, 
that by her Indulgences ſhe has made the terrors of Purgatory 
of no uſe, nothing being more eaſy than to get out from 
thence. 
Firſt then I ſfay,that it is the Current Dodtrine of the Church 
of Rome,that a ſinner may refuſe the Penance impoſed on him, 
if at the ſame time he ſubmit himſelf to undergo them in Pur- 
gatory. But foraſmuch as this DoArine may be unknown to 
thoſe who are not acquainted with the ſccrets of the Seat of 
Confeſſion, I think my ſelf obliged ſolidly to evince the fame; 
which I can no way better pertorm, than by ſhewing that this 
is the opinion of the moſt famous Canoniſts, of moſt Divines, 
and practic'd at Rome,and in all the Churches of its Communi- 
on. 1: The Cardinal de Foftia in cap ftgnificavit. de Penitent, & 
Remiſſone, maintains expretly, that- if a Penitent cannot per= 
form the Penance impoſed on him,if he be contrite, the Prieſt 
ought to abſolve him with ſome ſlight Penance, or without a- 
ny at all, if he ſays he cannot perform the ſame; the reaſon is, 
becauſe if he do not perform his Penance here, he ſhall fatisfie 
for it in Purgatory. Panormitanus teaches the ſame thing on the In cap. 
fame Chapter ; as alſo the Author of the Book Roſella 5. Confeſe B5nhcn: 
fo. 1.1. TO. | h SY | p#nit. & 
Their Divines are of the ſame opinion; as we may ſee in <mil.. 
Scotus in 4. diſt. 18. Queſt. unica in Gabriel in 4. diſt. 10. q 1. dub. 
L. in Cajetan.in ſumma.s. Satisfattio; in Medina Codex de Confeſs. 
9. 4. and in Beta p.3- in reſpon. caſ. 3- See how an Author that 
paſſeth under the name of the famous Gerſon, expreſſes himſelf 
on this point : * It is the ſurer way, fays he, to-ſend ſinners to þ, 35. * 
*« Purgatory with a ſlight Penance,to which.they are willing to 
« ſubmit, and which probably they will perform, than to caſt 
©them into Hell by impoſing on them a great Penance they 
* will never perform. He that puts off his Penance: to the other 
« world, doth foolifhly indeed;-yet- ought to be:abfolved, if he 
© does not doit;becauſe-he believes'there is no Purgatary,-but 
«becauſe of tendernels, weakneſs, or Poverty. The ſame opini= 
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on we find in Scotus, Gabriel, Cajetan, Sylveſter, Medina, Tanne- 
rus T. 4 D. 6.4. 3. dab. 2. And that 1t may appear that this is 
not only ſome private opintoy, we muſt obſerve that this is a 
definition of the Council of Zangres held in the year 1507. 

Bochet. For ſpeaking of Penitents, it charges the Prieſts to have a care 

E-cet not tolay difficult and burdenſome Penances upon them, but 

Gallic. ſuch only as they believe the Penitent can and will do, leſt he 
ſhould encreaſe his ſin, in not performing his Penance, tho they 
ſhould enjoyn nothing but an 4ve Maria: for it is ſufficient 
for the Prieſt,adds the Council,that his Penitent is abſolved,and 
to put off his Penance to Purgatory, ſince he cannot fend him 
to Paradice. In a word, this is the conſtant and Authoriz'd pra- 
ice of the Roman Church. Navarrus maintains this opinion, 
becauſe he finds it received at Rome, and over all the world, 
that Abſolution is not refuſed to any for that reaſon alone, be- 
cauſe he will not accept of the Penance impoſed on him ; and 
Fa. Yagnarek a Jeſuit, famous by his Writings on the Deeretals, 
calls him an ignorant and raſh fellow, who had accuſed the 
opinion of Cardinal 4. Foſ{ia, of Singularity. , + 

Alex Alen, I fay-in the 2d place, that it isa conſtant Belief and Practiſe, 

4. 83, 85, that Penance may be performed by means of a third Perſon. 

Thom. in 1; 57.0 thing well known, that the Religious in , 95 play for 


4. dift. 20, R a | a \ 
q- 13. Be- their Penances impoſed on them by their Conteſſors, at 7ick- 


_ ned. 21cþ; they that have the bad luck to lote, charging -themſelves 


" Summa de 


Peccat. 1, With the burden of them. Thomas Gage relates the ſame of his 
$.c.5 own obſervation, as practisd in the Wef7-Tndies : But becauſe 
this may be lookt upon as a. thing irregular, and not authori- 

zed, I ſhall not infiſt on it, but will tie my ſelf to publick Cy- 

 ftom. 1. The: Rowan School teaches, that the Satisfactions 
performed by a third-Perſon, may be imputed to. another, and 

it is the very foundation of Indulgences, whoſe Treaſury con- 

tains all the ſuperfluous fatisfactions of the Saints, who ſuffer'd 

more than:they. were obliged to do. 'This cannot be denied, if 

we conſider whatBe!larmin hath writ on this Point,de7nd.1, 1.c.2. 
&/.2..0.4.and what other Divines of the ſame School do maintain 

with one accord, fince the time of Lather,in defence of Indulgen- 

f CCS. 
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ces. 2.We are to obſerve, that the Pope not only lays up in this 
Treaſury the Satisfations of thoſe who are Dead, but alſo of 
the Living,who perform more Penitential works than they are 
obliged to do. 3. There is nothing more common than to 
undergo Penances, for relieving of Souls in Purgatory. 4. It 


is alſo very common in that Communion to charge a Friend. 
Male or Female, with the Penance one hath accepted of. 


Thomas Aquinas maintains on this Principle , That they 
did not publiſh the fins of Perſons ſubmitted to Publick Pe- 
nance ; and the reaſon he alledgeth is, becauſe a Perſon may 


fubmit himſelf thereto for another ; which makes that the- 


Penance any one undergoes,cannot ferve to make his ſin pub- 
lick, foraſmuch as it may not be undertaken for his own fin. 
The Gloſs of the Canon Law pretends, that a Son may faſt in- 
ſtead of his Father, a Brother for his Siſter, and ſo of the reſt. 
In efte, it is but too well known, that according to this 


commodious Maxim, perſons of Quality, and ſuch as are nice- 
and delicate, being willing to be quit of the trouble of Faſting, . 


ſend a Daughter of their Family to a Convent, who is charged 
with a Commiſſion of Faſting and Praying for them, and un- 


dergoing the Penances impoſed on.them. Famous Univerſities: 


have Authorized the like Subſtitutions, ſervatis cond;tionibas, 
being conſulted in ſuch caſes. So that we fee they have found a- 
mean to make the Yoke of Penance the moſt light and eaſie- 


Yoke imaginable. | 


Laſt of all, I fay, That the Pope hath made a meer Go#17#- 


of Purgatory, which can no longer fright any but children ; 
and from henceforth he that lights in there, or continues there, 


may thank himſelf. For who knows not how many ways there 
be to avoid ever coming there,or to get out preſently in caſe a: 


ſinner. have been negligent of making uſe of thoſe in his life-- 
time 2 One only Maſs faid at a Priviledgea Altar, does the buſt- 


neſs, and the charge is very moderate. They broke their heads- 
formerly in procuring a great number of Mailes to be aid, 


every one paying for a great many in one Monaſtery, Tiucle 


foundations andobligations of ſaying Maſſes being 1o far n:ul- 
| | tiplied, . 
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tipiied, that there were neither Prieſts nor Days enough for to 
anſwer them all ; but a good remedy has been found out, for 
one Convental Maſs aniwers all, and equally ſatisfies for all ; 
things being in theſe terms, a ſinner muſt be very timid to ap- 
prehend the Flames of Purgatory ; when the Flames of Hell 
be not capable to ſtop his Paſſions, I ſay the Flames of Hell, 
againſt which there is no Remedy. We may eaſily imagine 
what impreſſion the Flames of Purgatory can have upon their 
Spirits, which may be ſo eaſily, ſo ſurely, and fo cheaply 
remedied or avoided. 

There remains only one thing to be conſidered, which ſeems 
to form an objection againſt what is here ſet down ; and that 
is, the nature of the Penances-that are impoſed in the Tribunal 
of Confeſſion ; the Penitents are there ſubmitted to Faſting, 
Prayers and Alms; theſe are the very Eſſentials and diſtin- 
guiſhing CharaQters of Penance eſtabliſhed in the Church of 
Rome, whatever alteration there may have been made in the 

- aasof Penance, and tho the nature of it has been much ener- 
vated to authorize this Tribunal, which ſets fin at fo cheap a 
rate : -But this very thing makes it evident, that there cannot 
be a greater or more deplorable overturning of Repentance, 

than that which we obje&t to the Church of Rome; as may 
with eaſe be made out. | | | 

What properly is the Prayer of a Penitent, if we will jadg 
of it with the leaſt Attention 2 Without doubt his Prayer 
muſt ſuppoſe a Confeſſion of his Sin, and an intreating of tor-, 
giveneſs.;.to be convinced of this, we need only to read the 5 r/# 
Plalm.; but what is the Prayer of a Penitent according to the 

'Bellarm, Senſe of the-Church of Rome ? It is chiefly the requeſting of 

..1.de Bo- the Pardon of Venial Sins, which are not any matter of Con- 

bu; 5 fefſion, God pardoning them without any Prayer or Requeſt 

' onthe ſinners ſide ; and not the asking of Pardon for mortal 
fins, which indeed is almoſt wholly uſeleſs, becauſe God doth 
not grant the Pardon of mortal ſins, but by the mouth of 
Prietts, who are Judges inthe Tribunal of Confeſiion. So that 
the SatisfaQtions, of which Prayers are a part, not being impo- 


led, 
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fed, but at the time when the ſinner is reconciled by Abſoſu- 
tion from the Prieſt, it follows that theſe Prayers are not for 
to: obtain the Abſolution already received 11 the Sacrament, 
fo as nothing is left toke prayed for, but only the remiſſion of 
Venial Sins. To make us the more ſenſible of this Myſtery, 
we are to know that the Divines of the Church of Rememain- 
tain, That when in the Lords Prayer we beg the Pardon of 
our ſins, we do not ordinarily beg the Pardon of our Mortai 
ſins, but more commonly that of our Venial Sins only. The 
Fanſeniſts have in this Point followed the ſtream of their School, 
in'their Explication of the Lords Prayer. "Fhe Conſequence of 
this Doctrine is tefrible ; for if it be true that in that Prayer 
we ask chiefly of God the remiſſion of ſlight fins, then we are. 
not obliged but only to the forgiving of the lefler Offences of 
thoſe that offend us ; which Maxim would fuit very well with 
the Revengeful, to whom otherwiſe this Prayer mult needs be 
very uneaſie. 

If the Church of Rome had not defined, that theſe words of 
the Prieſt ſpoken to the Penitent, 7 abſofve thee, are the form 
of the Sacrament of Penance, one might imagine that the - 
Prayers which the Prieſt preſents to God for the Sinner, whe- 
ther before or after his Abſolution, muſt have ſome effect - 
towards the obtaining the Pardon of fins, if thoſe which the 
Prieſt impoſes ſhould not be ſucceſsful enough to concur to 
the ſaid Remiſſion ; but the Divines of the Roman Church are 
- ſoafraid to caſt the leaſt blemiſh upon the Juriſdiction of the 
Prieſts, that they expreſly declare, That the Prayers which 
the Prieſt pronounceth on this occaſion, tho he ſeem inſtantly 
to demand forgiveneſs of the ſin or ſins of his Penitent, do 
not in the leaſt contribute to the ſaid Remiſſion, See what Bes 
nedidi tells us as to this point in his Summa, 1ib. 5. cap. 1. The 
Form of this Sacrament, faith he, are the Sacramental Words 
which the Prieſt pronounceth over the Penitent, ſaying, T abſolve 
thee from thy fins in the name of the Pather, &c. all the other 
Words and Prayers uttered before and after Abſolution, are not 


eſſential to the Sacrament. He proves this by the Authority of 
| SCOMMS > 
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Scotus in 4. Diſt. 14. 9. 4. as alſo by that of the Council of 

Trent, Seſſ. 14. cap. 3. | 7 | 
However it be, the Roman Church believes ſhe has a ſolid 
ground for giving this ſenſe to that Article of the Lords prayer 
we before mentioned ; her reaſon is, becauſe the Lords prayer 
is the prayer of Children ; that is, of thoſe who are in the 
Betlar. bi ſtate of Grace; now becauſe there is no re-entring into that 
* Nate, when one is gone out fromit, but by the Abfolution of 
the Prieſt, it ſeems ridiculous to believe, either that in this Ar- 
ticle we ask a Grace of God, which he 1s reſolved not to grant 
| to any ones prayer; or that we only ask the forgiveneſs of Ve- 
nial ſins ; now this being granted, is it not a fine trick to im- 
_ poſe upon a Penitent the ſaying of the Lords prayer 2 or 300 
| times over, as the practice commonly is, and to believe at the 
| | ſame time that he ſcarcely all this while asks pardon of God 
for the ſin of which heis guilty, and for which he is put upon 
praying. In truth, 'tis almoſt impoſſible to conceive how far 
this. error extends it ſelf. I take it for an inconteſtable Truth, 
| that the Lords prayer is a Model or Form of the Prayers we 
| : are to preſent to God ; and therefore, I think, we ought not to 
| ſuppoſe that the Church of Rome preſcribes other prayers, 
without reducing them to the ſame ſenſe, as to the matter of 
Remiſſijon of fins, which ſhe has put upon the Lords Prayer. 
Now whether Prayers with that Limitation are to be account- 
ed truly Chriſtian Prayers, I leave to all thoſe to examine, 

who have not ſtifled all the Dictates of Conſcience. 

As for the Faſting that .is impoſed on Penitents, the illu- 
ſion therein is as palpable, as in the foregoing Article: Here 
a7} it is that the Maxim of 2. de Laubeſpine, Biſhop of Orleans, 
| takes place, that the names of Antiquity continue after that 
the things themſelves are greatly changed from what they 
were then. Amongſt all People that ever have been, or yet 
are in the world ( except the Zatins for ſome late ages ), to 
faſt, hath and doth ſtill ignifie an Abſtinence from all fort of 
| Meat, during the time of the Faſt ; God explains it fo in his 
| Law; the former Practice of the Latin Church was ſo, _ the 
| thing 
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thing 15 acknowledged by Authors of 'the Rowzy Communi- Cafal. de 
on. But it is no more ſo now in the Reman Church, but only —_— 
diſtinction of -meats ; 'tis no more a total abſtinence, for they "" 
have leave to eat and drink before: Supper on thoſe days of 
Mourning. If you ask them who hath thus changed the na- 
ture of things 2 They anſwer, that it is the effe& of Cuſtonn, 
and they eſtabliſh it for a Maxim, That Cuſtom has power 
to derogate from the Law. Avendan Theſauri Indici, p. 216. 

2. 272. Diana p. 1. Tr. 9. Reſol. 21. They tell us very lincere- Cafal. ubi 
Iy, that notwithſtanding the oppoſition of. the Ancient Law, {2a 
they have reduced Faſting to eating.once at noon, and a Colla- 
tion in the Afternoon; and that for the reſt,their Church doth 
not ſimply prohibit thoſe things which are not taken chiefly 
for Nouriſhment, as Ele&uaries and Aromatical Confeions ; 
for that tho they nouriſh a little, yet are chiefly made uſe of 
to help digeſtion, St. Thomas Aquin. 2. 2. 9. 147. a. 6. Aftter all 
this, it is not needful to ſet down the mitigations the Caſuiſts 
aftord their Penitents on this point, nor to reckon up the ſeve- 
ral ſorts of people that are diſpenſed from it ; it being very 
evident, that Faſtizgiis a word that ſignifies nothing 1n that 
Communion, and-is:of no uſe in Penance properly 1o called. 

It is alſo-as clear, that the Alms wherewith the Penitents 
can be charged, are fo inconſiderable, that they are not worth 
ſpeaking of. x. It is apparent that a Conteſlor cannot impoſe 
this kind of Penance upon thoſe who by their ſtate and con- 
dition have no right to give Alms ; tor all the Caſuiſts agree, 
That Alms ſuppoſe a Right over the thing that 1s given, 
therefore all thote whoare under the power of another, can- 
not be obliged to- give Alms ; whence it follows, that Chil- 
dren, Servants, Wives, and other like Perſons, can give but lit- 
tle or nothing ; and what they dogive, muſt be preſumed to 
be done iwith:the knowledg and permiſſion of the party un- 
der whoſe power they; ſtand. Thus Binsfeld adviſeth in his = oy Fang 
Moral Theology ; 1o that here we ſee very happily a great part emoſyn. 
of Mankind excepted trom this kind of Penance. 2. It 1s cer- Edit. Pa» 
tain that if ſome of the Roman Divines maintain; that a man ** 
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who enjoys over above what the neceſſities of Nature and 
his condition require, 1s obliged to give Alms to the Poor, 
tho they be not in extreme neceſſity, but only in conſiderable 
want; there is on the other hand a great number, ſuch as Pa- 
normitan (a), St. Antonin (6), Roſella (c), Durand, and orhers, 
who defend the contrary Opinion. Which gives us occaſion to 
make theſe two Refledtions; the firſt is, that the Confeſlor 
can only enjoyn Alths as a good work ; fo that if he believes 
that the obligation to Alms-giving doth not take place ac- 
cording to the 24 opinion, he muſt not preſcribe it. The 2, 
that if the Confeſlor be of the x// opinion, and the Penitent of 
the 24, he may very well refuſe the Penance impoſed on him, 
becaule he is of a contrary Opinion to his Confeſlor about the 
obligation to give Alms. 

The faſt Caſuiſts having taken a great deal of pains to clear 
the Rights of Confeſlors, and alſo to make the Penitents ſenſi 
ble what their Rights are, to refuſe Penances or accept of 
them, I think my ſelf obliged to terminate this matter, by - 
making ſome Refle&tions upon the great and happy effects 
their ſtudy hath produc'd for to caſe Sinners of the ſeverity of 
Penance. The Roman Divines and Canoniſts have much ban- 
died the queſtion of Probability; and tho at firſt they were much 
divided upon the point, yet the ſtrongeſt and greater party, 
have ſo vigorouſly: maintain'd their Maxims and praQtice, that 
nothing is wanting to the glory of their Triumph. Behold 
here their grand Doctrine, which imports, that as ſoon as any 


grave Author or Confeſlor maintains any opinion, the ſame. may 


be tollowed fafely. From which happy diſcovery it follows, 
that a Confeſſor may abſolve his Penitent, yea, may be forc'd 
by his Penitent to abſolve him, tho the Confeſlor may be of 
an opinion oppoſite to that of the Grave Author. *Tis worth 
our pains to take a view of all the comforts and mitigations 
which this happy diſcovery aftords to the Tribunal of Confef 
fion ; but this is a Subject deſerves a particular conſideration ; 
what 1s already faid,is ſufficient without that, to evidence that 
the Roman Church hath cauſed a great overturning in the mat- 
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ter of Penance; that all the ſtories ſhe tells us, to ſet forth her 
| Severity, is a meer il{uſion, and that her inſulting over the 
Proteſtants in this matter, when carefully examined, produceth 
as juſt an averſion againſt her Morals and Diſcipline, as againſt 
her opinions. Iconclude this Diſcourſe with ſome Refleions 
upon the things therein ſet down, and I ſuppoſe the Reader 
will not find them extravagant from the Subject I have under- 
taken to Handle, 


Tte Firſt Refleftion. 


The Firſt Refleftion we may make upon my objeCting to the 
Roman Church the overthrow of Penance, is, That there be ſe- 
veral matters of Fact that are inconteſtable, viz. The abolition 
of the External part of Penance; the Change of the form of 
 Abſolution; the Practiſe of Indulgences, and other things 
believed and practiſed by virtue of the Definition of her Coun- 
cils and Popes, which by a great part of that Communion are 
lookt upon as infallible. So that their overthrowing of Penance 
is a matter of fa& that is Authentick, and againſt which no- 
thing can be excepted. As for thoſe things which are not yet 
defined by any Councils or Popes, ſome may think that I im- 
pute them unjuſtly to the Rowan Church : To which I have 
this to anſwer, That if I aſcribe them to the Church of Rome, 
T have a very good ground for it, and to which nothing that is 
rational can be oppoſed ; which is, That in matters in which 
the-Condudt and Salvation of Souls is concern'd, we have 
reaſon to impute to a Society, as the Church of Rome 1s, what 
is authorized by Publick Authority, by Example, by Biſhops, 
by Inquiſitors, by Univerſities, and ina word, what is pablick- 
ly permitted by the Pope who is Head of that Society. It the 
Divines, whoſe Errors we have repreſented upon the matter of 
Penance, . did write without any approbation ; if they were 
expos'd as a Prey to the Inquiſitors; if they were degraded and 
baniſhed from their Univerſities ; if the Biſhops entred the 
Lifts with them, as they - againſt the Fanſeniſts; ut they were 
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cenſured by the Popes, we ſhould be very unjuſt in ſaying 
- that the Rowan Church approves their opinions. But there is 
nothing of all this; they write with Approbation, they are 
ſcattered through all the Religious Orders ; they have a ſhare 
in the Tribunal of the Inquiftion, and are the Miniſters of it ; 
they have the priviledg to teach publickly at Rome, as well as 
in all other places of that Communien ; they publickly refute 
the Booksof thoſe who deſire to retain the Ancient Opinions 
of the Church ; the Pope, who hath his Nuncio's and Inqui- 
ſitors every where, lets them alone without moleſting or con- 
demning them ; the Congregation of the Expurgatory Index 
doth not meddle with them ; they are the Directors of the 
Princes of that Communion ; in a word, they are the men that 
rule all, and govern all; and how can we then do leſs than 
. charge the Roman Church with the overthrow of Penance, 
which they are the cauſe of by their opinions and practice? "Tis 
well known that the Pope ſometimes makes uſe of his prudence 


to avoid bringing himſelf into trouble; thus we have ſeen him. 


diſſemble, and not take notice of the Definitions of the Cler- 

y of France, about the point of his pretended Infallibility, 
and Right to Depoſe Kings. But yet we ſee withal, that he 
hath made the Clergy of Zungary at contrary to theſe De- 
finitions ; he hath employed the Zeal of the Religious of Ge- 
0a againſt the ſame points ; he hath refuſed, for the ſame rea- 
ſons, to receive the nomination which the King had made of 
thoſe who aſſiſted at the Aſſembly of the Clergy in 1682 ; 
he hath prohibited the Books of Fa. Alexander, which main- 
tain thoſe Definitions. So that whatſoever care he takes to 
diſſemble his Reſentments, all the world knows he is not well 
pleaſed with the definitions of the Clergy of France; and all 
zealous Papiſts !ook upon them as Rebels, that revolt againſt 
the Authority of tte Holy See. Buthe hath to reaſon to fear 
any ſuch thing from the cenſuring ot thoſe Propolitions we 
have mention'd ; becauſe all theſe, or their Evoks, are taljedt 
to his Authority, and in the mcan time we don't ſee that he 


gives the leaſt mark of his indignation, cr inflidts the leaſt - 
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Cenfure either on the Books or the Anthors. Wherefore it 
will. not ſeem ſtrange, it we apply here the maxim of an 


Artcient Pope, which faith, that we approve the error we do not 
correc, whea we have right and power ſo to do. © 


The Second Refleftion. 


It will probably appear ſtrange to the Reader, that we re- 
proach the Church of Rome ior Aboliſhing the external ſeve- 
rity of Penance, as the ſame was in uſe jn the firſt Ages of the 


. Church : the reaſon 1s, becauſe it is unſeemly to reproach a 


diſorder we are guilty of our ſelves : But I have ſome very 
conſiderable things to return in anſwer to this alſo ; the firſt 
is, Thet we have great reaſon to humble the Roman Church, who 
prides her ſelf. ſo much in her conformity with the Ancient 
Church, by repreſenting to her, how far the is eſtranged from 
the Maxims of Antiquity concerning this point of Penance. 


* Nothing is more uncouth than the manner wherewith they 


object to us the contempt of ſome Canons of Ancient Councils; 
we hear them amplifying the illuſtrious titles they give to the 
Ancient Canons, as if they had been dictated by. the Holy 
Ghoſt; and after all,we find nothing more negle&ed than they 
are in the Rowan Communion. We may therefore with Juſtice 
object to the Church of Rowe, what was ſaid to Rome of old, 
who obje&ed to Chriſtians the Antiquity of her Religion;You 


talk of your Antiquity, and yet you change every day. The 24 


1s, that we have reaſon to conſider the Monaſtick Orders, eſpe- 
cially ſince the 13th Century, as the corrupters of the ſeverity 
of Religion; 'tis to them we are beholden for the aboliſhing of the 
External part of Penance: for as they in the x37h Century-put 
themſelves in poſſeſſion of the conduct of ſouls in the ſeat of 
Confeſſion, fo we find that their intereſt ſoon made them make 
uſe of this way to introduce the forefaid ſlackneſs of Penance, 
by means whereof they ſnatched the People from the conduct 
of their ordinary Paſtors. Matthew of Paris takes notice of the 
maxims of Engliſh-men, atter that Gregory ix, had _—_— 

| the 


Pe 
4+ 


A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 
the Jacobites and Pranciſcans the power of hearing Confeſſions 
They loft all manner of Reſped for their Paſtors, in whoſe preſence 
thenceforward they had uo occaſion to bluſh ; they whiſpered to one 
another,Let's do whatever we (iſt, and then confeſs our ſelves to ſome 
wandring Jacobite or Franciſcan, whom we never ſaw before, nor 
ſhall ever ſee again. Et fic, ſaith he, contewptis Ordinariis & eo- 
rum Diſciplinis Peccatum copiofius, exuberavit, I fay in the 3d. 
place, That ſeeing it is certain among the Proteſtants, that the 
external part of Penance is nothing elſe but an outward token 
of the ſorrow a ſinner has conceived for his fin, and a care 
he takes to edifie the Church whom by his ſin he- had ſcanda- 
lizd, and not at all any fatisfation to the Juſtice of God, as 
the Church of Rome believes; The Church of Rome who hath 
altogether aboliſhed that which according to her Principles the 
looks upon asa fatisfa&tion of the Divine Juſtice, doth juſtly 
deſerve to be reproached, for having abolithed this external 
part, which cannot with any Juſtice be laid to the charge of 
Proteſtants, The Proteſtants not regatding the Conteflion ' 
made tothe Prieſt, asa condition without which it 1s 1mpofit- 
ble to obtain Remiſſion'-of Sins, believe that true Contrit/on 
withour'it,is ſufficient to reinſtate a ſinner in Grace. They have 
for Guarrantees of this their opinion, the Apoſtolical Church, 
which according to what Fa. Morinus himſelf acknowledges, 
jdid not pradtice thoſe Penances that were in vogue in the 34 
and 4th Century ; they have for Guarrantees all the Ancient 

QChurch, which did not receivea 24 time to Penance thoſe 
that relapſed, but refer'd them to the mercy of God, as St. Au- 
ſtin expreſſes it, which would have been the moſt Cruel thing 
in'the world, if they had believed that the forgiveneſs of ſin - 
did depend upen the abſolution of the Prieſt or Biſhop ; they 
are 1n this of the opinion of thoſe whom Gratzan ſpeaks of, Q. 
3. de Pauit. diff. 1. from the 1/7 chap. to the 37th. and where- 
of he faith, that this opinion was maintained by very learned 
and godly men, as well as the other which then was entrirg 
tie Church, about the neceſlity of Confeſſion to a Prieſt before 
cap. 90. But as for the Roman Church, which ſince the —_— 
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of Trent holds the abſolute neceſſity of Confeſſion for a thing 
indubitable, as the Romiſh CorreQtors have termed it on this 
chapter of Gratian, and which by conſequence muſt look apon 
the External part of Penance, as the ſame was regulated by the 
Ancient Canons, as a true fatisfa&tion, we have juſt reaſon to 
object to her, that of her own private Authotity, the has quite 
overturned the ſaid external part. 


The Third Reflefion. 


When I fairly and honeſtly owned that Proteſtants have not 
retained the external part of Penance, after the manner as it 


was practis'd in the ancient Qhurch, I did not pretend to grant. 


that the Proteſtants did ever in the leaſt contemn the Ancient 
Diſcipline of the Church. They have been very ſenſible thar 
that rigor and ſeverity was an imitation of the carriage of the- 


Jewiſh Church ; and that it was practic'd in thoſe circumſtan- 
ces, which do not occur in the times wherein we live ; they 


have taken notice, that in proceſs of time, that diſcipline was 


almoſt þecome barbarous ; eſpecially when it began to be ac- 
commodated to the favage Genius of the Goths, Pandals, and 
Burgnndians. They have well perceived how much the ſtupi- 
dity of the laſt Ages had altered the notion of it. Indeet no- 
thing can be more ridiculous, than what we read concerning, 
this matter in the Legends of the laſt Saints: but they have not 
been wanting to retain that, which did moſt agree with the 
deſign of the-Ancient Church in order to humble ſinners. The 
Primitive Church takes notice of the ſeverity of Sr. Ambroſe to 
the Emperor 7heodoſtus after the great bloodſhed he had cauied 
at Theſſalonica : and the Churches of France can alledge a like 
example of the ancient diſcipline in the perton of Zexry iv.who 
could not be admitted to the communion of their Churches, 
till after he had made a publick reparation in the Church of 
Rochel. They have obſerved the ſame ſeverity with reſpect to 
a great number of other perſons of t2e higheſt rank, when oc- 


calion hath preſented;and this diſcipline has continued umongh 
| them 
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them until their diſſipation: The fame d:!c:pline in a manner 
is practic'd in the Church of Sco:Jaudl ; a:1d they who are a 
little vers'd in the Hiſtory of the pait ag, cannor be ignorant, 
that it was not the Prelares of the, Care of. England's fault 


this fame was not revived in their ©.,n:mon, This Spirit 
kath always continued amongſt : 211d tho they have not 


reeftabliſhed it in its ancient r1ge: © cannot but do them this 
Juſtice, that they have preierv« all that was eſſential, in the 
manner as it was owned by the Apoſtles and Primitive Chri- 
ſtians, which puts them out ot the reach of any reproach in 
this matter. - S 


. The Fourth Reflefion, 


As to that which is the internal and eſſential part off Penance, 
it is certain that the Church of Rome can obje& nothing againſt 
the Proteſtants, as'to that. They have always maintain'd the 
ancient belief; that Contrition was of abſolute necedlity in or- 
der to be reconciled: to God,and to obtain the forgiveneſsof ſin! 
It was never heard that any of thetr Doors taught that A4z- 
rrztion was ſufficient when join'd with the Sacrament of Pe- 
nance, that is to fay, with Abſolution. They have. ſeen the 
Chutch of Rome adopt this monſtrous Error, without imitating 
the upſtart Divinity 'of thoſe, of *whom they have long iince 
been forced to ſay,he that is nuclean,let hinr be unclean ſtill. They 
have ſeen, not without being ſurpriz'd, that if there be:yet 
ſome Roman Divines who defend the opinion of the neceſ- 


ſity of Contrition, ns Doctor Bozleau Dean of Sens, they are fain 


to abſcond their names,and to write without approbation,and 
to get their Books Printed in Flanders, where : Fanſeniſm till 
has ſome credit, whilſt in the mean time thoſe ot the contrary 
opinion are in the poſicflion of thePulpits andSeats of Conteſſi- 
on, and of the Confciences of all the Crowned heads of the Ro- 
man party. The innocence then of the. Proteſtants, gives them 
right to deplore the Corruption'of the Morals of the DireQtors 
of the Roman Church ; it gives rhem right to: look upon _ 
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that Govern it, as upon men that are not at all concern'd for 
the falvation of the Souls committed to their care, whom they 
ſuffer miſerably to be poiſoned with the moſt pernicious do- 
Arine in the world, and moſt diametrically oppofite to the 
true ſpirit of repentance, the Goſpel preſcribes to us, after we 
have ſinned. | | 


[The Fifth Refledtion. 


If the Far/enifts had had their will, they would have abo- 


liſhed a cuſtom, which the Church of Rome has authoriſed in 


the Council of Trent, about the manner of reconciling Peni- 
tents. "Tis certain, that it 1s an unheard-of thing in the An- 
cient Church to admit a man to the Peace of the Church'be- 
fore he had performed the Penance impoſed on him ; and no 
perſons were diſpenſed with, but ſuch as were at the point of 
Death. After all, we find that the contrary cuſtom has 
been introduc'd into the Church: of Rome; only by means of 
the raſhneſs of Confeſlors, without being authoriz'd by any 
Law whatſoever. It 1s certain alſo that the deſign of Satisfying 
would be much more aſſured, experience telling us, that after 


ſuch a reconciliation Penitents ordinarily take but little care to 


perform the Penance impoſed on them. This delay of recon- 
ciliation was made uſe of formerly as a-curb to reſtrain the li- 
centiouſneſs of ſinners, and would beof the fame uſe {till ; Hu- 
mility?, which is the Mother of Virtue, being commonly the 
effec of thisdelay of reconciliation. Laſtly, the Church of 
Rome her ſelf. acknowledges that there be ſome ſins, as theit 
and calumny, which cannot be pardoned without reſtitution. 
In the mean time what reception hath the Romi/h Church given 
to the advice of Mr Arnaud and his friends? As they-endeavou- 
red to give a check to the Article of frequent Communion u- 
ſed in that Church, tho it be another abuſe they were willing 


to amend,they have been abus'd by them therefore,in the moſt 


terrible manner. The Church of Rome hath always perſeverd 
F _ 
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A Diſcomſe concerning Penance. } 
in this overturning ; before a man has performed his Penance, 
they abſolve him;by which means he is permitted immediately 
to approach to the Altar ; and it is but too well known, what 
becomes afterwards of the ſatisfation he was to make ; and 1 
am ſure that moſt of the following Confeſſions contain always 
an Article about the omiſſion of ſome formerly . impoſed Pe- 
nance : and yet all this hath not been able to perſwade the Ro- 
iſh Church to reſtore thofe ancient rules and cuſtoms. Thus 
ſhe proclaims to all the world the profound reſpect ſhe hath for 
Antiquity. | | | 


The Sixth Refleion. 
. To L | 
' I muſt neceſſarily add ſomething here concerning thoſe works 
which the Ancient Church did impoſe on Penitents; where we 
may obſerye,that. the Rowi/h Church has wholly altered theno- 


tion of thoſe works, as I have ſhewed before. We might add to 


'this many other abulſes. rx. That ſhe impoſeth Prayers in an un- 
known tongue, and conſequently. doth not require the under- 
ſtanding of them.z.That ſhe requires very little or no attention 

atall in repeating them. And above all,in the 3d place, that ſhe 
has changed the very nature of thofe works, by preſcribing 

them as fatisfactions to the Divine Juftice, and as meritorious 
works in themſelves, which is the moſt fooliſh and falſe Noti- 
on that can be put upon them. Now certain it 1s, that the Pro- 
teſtants have wholly put away this leven, which has corrup- 

ted the praftice and belief of the'Church of Rome. Faſting is pre- 

{cribed in their Communion as an help to meditation, and to 

mortifie the fleſh ; Almsare order'd by the fame, as a token of 

-our love to God,and compaſſion with the miſery of our Neigh- 
bour:;; Ardent and reiterated Prayers are preſcribed to thoſe 

who have ſuffered themſelves to be carried away by their Paſ- 

fions. And tho they do not fix the number and quantity of 

theſe duties, as they of the Romiz/þ Church do of their Prayers 
| and 
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4. Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 
_ and faſts, yet every one is ſenſihle, that this metliod, which 
ſerves to humble the Conſcience, in making it ſenſible of its 
ſin, if join'd with any attention, is much more proper to recall 
. | a ſinner to his duty, than the'reciting a certain number of 
Prayers, without either underſtanding or attention, or to exer- 
ciſe ones ſelf in a ſeeming faſt on certain days, and according 
to the Judicial order of a Confeſſor, which we may reject, 
with a reſerve to undergo the ſaid Penance in the flames of 
Purgatory. *' | | 


The Seventh Reflefting. 


The 7thRefleftion concerns Indulgences, -a means much 
practic'd of late Ages, the abuſe of which gave an occaſion to. 
the Reformation. We are not only to obſerve here the Novelty 
of this inſtitution,Gregory vii. being the firſt Author of it. And it 
is well known that when ſome Schoolmen little vers'd inHiſto-. 
ry, pretended they had found examples of it, in the time of 
Gregory 1. and in ſome Biſhops who liv'd before the 1 17h.Centu- 
ry, they have been reproached for their ignorance by Fa. Mori-- 
nus de. Penit. lib. 10. c. 20. his proofs are ſo ſolid on this point; . 
that the Nuncio Joſeph Maria de Seto Felice, the famous Jeſu- 
ite Henfchenins, and the learned Fa. Le Cointe, have made uſe 
of them as a foundation to refute the Acts of the Canonizati- Le Cointe - 
of St. Swibert, as being manifeſtly feigned, becauſe therein Annal Fr, 
mention is made of Indulgences, which fay they, were never A 
heard of till about the time of /rhbarn the 24. Succeſlor of Gre- Se. 7. 
gory the vii. Neither need weto infift on this, That this pra- 
tice is unknown toall Chriſtians ſeparate from the Rowan Com- 
munion ; which yet isa very conſiderable thing,that the whole 
Greet Church ſhould be abſolutely ignorant of this ſhort way 
of fatisfying by Penance. Why did not the.Greet Biſhops make 
uſe of the faid Compendiutir as wellas the Larins * Why hath. 
not the Patriarch of Con/{autinople, who hath always pretended . 
| 0. &* Ja to. 
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A Diſcourſe ronrerning\Penance. 
to the fame right 2s the Biſhop of Rome, taken to himſelf the 
ſame power that the Biſop of Rome arrogates in-this matter 
over all the Biſhops of the Wef7 2 We are to take notice of two 
things here, which invincibly prove how much this overthrow 
of Penance hath ſcandalized the Chriſtians of the Weſt, that 
have given the leaſt heed to it. The firſt is, that the Biſhops 
ofthe Weſt, perſwading themſelves that they had right to imi- 
tate the Condu&t of their Popes Gregory vit. and Zrban the ij. 
by granting Indulgences to facilitate the Builging of ſtately 
Churches,many of which have been ſince built with great eaſe ; 
Peter le Chantre, one of the moſt famous men of the 13th. 
Century declares in high terms how much he diſapproved this 
relaxation , the neceſſary conſequence whereof he forefaw 
could be no other than the total overthrow of Diſcipline. The 
Biſhop of Paris, who had no Means, having undertaken to 
build that ſuperſtructure of the CatheFral of Paris, without 


having any other Fund to carry it on, than by diſpenſing with 


the Canonical Penances of thoſe who were willing to contri- 
bute towards it, and fo buy off their Penances; Peter le Chan- 
zre in high terms taxed this Novelty, the expreſſions he makes 
uſe ofare very remarkable, and alledged by Fa. Morinus de Pz- 
zit. lib. 10. cap: 20. We may eaſily Judg that a man as he was, 
Would not touch this ſore of his own Church but with a great 
deal of tenderneſs, tho he could not forbear ſpeaking his mind. 
we may ſee the opinion of I/i//liam of Auxerre Biſhop of Pa- 
ris, lib. 4. ſammg cap. 6. tr. 9. where he faith on this matter, 
Dicimus quod in veritate multa promittunt Prelati,que non ſolvun- 
tur ; that is to fay in plain terms, he Jookt upon them as pious 
cheats;which affords usa very plain inſtance of the Judgment of 
one of the greateſt men of that time,concerning Indulgences. 
The 24 thing which merits ſome conſideration, is, That the 
Treaſure of Indulgences, the defence of which 7ho. Aquinas 
hath undertaken, did conſiſt in two things, whereof the one 
is the ſ:perabundance of the Satisfactions of Jeſus Chriſt ; and 
the othcr that of the Saints, who had ſuffered more than _ 

ue 
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A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 


due to Divine Juſtice. This laſt Doctrine hath been vigorouſly 
attacked by Darand of St. Porcian, Biſhop of Meaux, who 
had been Penztentiary of the Pope, and who taught at Parzs 
with general Approbation; as we may fee in his work on the 
Sentences, /:b. 4. queſt. 20. Artic. 3. Where he confutes all 
Tho. Aquinas his Arguments, which makes it evident that this 
Dodtrine was only ſupported by the Credulity of the com- 
mon People, the Popes immenſe Authority, the general re- 
laxation of Penance, and by the great Corruption that bore 
{way then. We find the fame care to refute this Doctrine in 
another famous Schoolman, viz, Franciſcus Mayronis in 4. diſt. 
I9. 9. 2+ both which Divines have attacked the Treaſure of 
Indulgences, and wholly overthrown the foundations thereof. 


. We may alſo take notice,that the Divine Providence being de- 


ſirous to procure the Salvation of ſinners, ſo ordered it, that 
the firſt Article. attack'd by Luther, was that of Indulgences, 
that is to ſay, one of thoſe whereof .the Novelty was moſt 
modern, the corruption moſt palpable, the danger moſt 
preſſing, and which might moſt eafily be diſcovered, tho it 
pretended to a head of Gold, wiz. Apoſtolical Authority, to be 
indeed nothing elſe but a mixture of Clay and Iron; as re- 
taining nothing but a ſeeming hardneſs and ſeverity to ſerve 
ſome temporal Intereſt, by granting the Remiſſion of ſin 
for money, which is the moſt vile and ſhameful thing in the 


world. | 
The Eighth RefleQion. 


The Eighth Refletion we are to make on this Subject, re- 
ſpedts Purgatory, wich hath always been the grand founda- 
tion of Indulgences, and 'their main ſupport. It might be 
made out; that this belief is a fruit of Origeniſm. In effect, 
that -which St. Foh» of Damaſcus reports of Gregory I. ( who 
was one. of them that moſt encouraged this Opinion ), That 

the 
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A Diſcourſe concerning Penance: . 
the Damned themſelves received advantages by Prayers for 
the Dead, as may be ſeen by the fable he relates concerning 
the relief of the ſoul of Trajan the Emperor by means of 
Prayer ; has for a long time paſt for current Money amongſt 
the Greek Fathers. But it ſhall ſuffice me to alledg two ſtrange 
proofs of the ridiculous impreſſion theſe Pannick Fears made 
on the ſpirits of men ; the one is, that they had not the fame 
notion of it, which the Roman Church hath at this day ; this 
appears from the Legend of S-. Brenday, who relates the Pu- 
niſhments of certain ſouls who made ſatisfaction for the re- 
mainder of their Penances in the bodies of ſome Birds, with. 
which the good Score Abbot entertained himſelf ; which 
thing appeared fo palpable to Cardinal de Yizry, that he could 
not but make this reflection thereon, 7:6. x. cap. go. That which 
15 obſervable in this Relation, is, That he brings it in upon a 
recital he makes of cerrain Birds that ſpoke to Alexander 
the Great, whilſt he was in the Zzdies; the words he makes 
nſe of aretheſe, trum verum fit aut poſſibile, prudenti Leflori 
' Fudicandum relinquimus. The other 1s, that the Pious cheats and 
trauds of Confeſlors, has been the main cauſe of the common 
perſwaſion concerning Purgatory : we might eſtabliſh this 
truth by a thouſand relations, whereof one-only ſhall ſuffice to 
mention at preſent, and that is of St. Patricks Purgatory : of 
which Cardinal Y7#ry ſpeaks thus. Jv» FHibernia locus quidam 
Lib. 1.0.92 habetur, qui Purgatorium Santi Patricii nuncupatur : ft quis illuc 
zngreſſus fuerit, nifi vere Panitens & contritus fuerit, ſtatim a 
Demonibus raptus aut necatus, nunquam poſtea revertitur : qui 
autem vere contritus &* coufeſſus ingreditur, per ignem & aquam,& 
per mille genera tormentorum a demonibus correptus ibidew Pur- 
gatur : (ui autem amplins deliquit, acerbius in eodem loco 
 Punitur, (ui autema preditto loco purgatus regreditur, nunquam 
deinceps ridere poteſt vel ludere, vel aliquaque in mundo ſunt dili- 
gere, ſed ſemper lugens & gemens,poſteriorum oblitus, in auteriora 
fe extendit. Very unhappily for the Roman Church , the Refor- 
mation has given occaſion to-examine this Myſtery, and what 
dif- 
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A Diſcourſe concerning Penance. 45 
diſcovery hath been thereupon made, is very well known : as 


alſo how many like Fables have been made uſe of in ſome for- 


mer Ages to abuſe the poor people in matters of Religion. 


- Think this is ſufficient to make appear, that the Church of 
Rome in her whole condu&t hath not forgot to make uſe of a- 
ny means to ſupport the Right ſhe arrogates to her ſelf, of over- 
throwing,upon divers made pretences, whatſoever the Ancient 
Church had moſt wiſely eſtabliſhed, to make fin odious ; to 1n- 
ſpire men with an eternal horror for it, and to retain finners 


in a Juſt fear of the Judgments of God. 
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Booke lately Printed for Richard Chiſwell, 


T HE Fifreen Notes of the Church, as laid down by Cardinal Belarmin, exa- 
k mined and confauted. 4zo. With a large Table to the whole. 

An Anſwer to the Popiſh Addreſs preſented ro the Miniſters of the Church 
of England. 4to. With a Vindication of the ſame. . 

An Abridgment of the Prerogatives of St. Ann, Mother of the Mother of 
God, with the Approbarions of the Doctors of Par#, thence done into En- 
gliſh, witha PREFACE concerning the Original of the Story. 

The Primitive Fathers no Papiſts, in Anſwer to the Vindication of the Nu- 
bes Teftium, to which is added a Diſcourſe concerning Invocation of Saints, in 
Anſwer to the Challenge of F. Sabran the Jeſuit; wherein is ſhewn, Thar Invo- 
cation of Saints was ſo far from being the Practice, that it was expreſly againſt 
the Doctrine of the Primitive Fathers. 4to. 

An Anſwer to a Diſcourſe concerning the Ccelibacy of the Clergy, lately 
printed at Oxford. Ato. 

The Virgin Mary Miſrepreſented by. the Roman Church , in the Traditions 
of that Church concerning her Life and Glory, and in the Devotions paid ro 
her as the Mother of God. Both ſhewed our of the Offices of that Church, 
the Leſſons on her Feſtivals, and from their allowed Authors. 8 

Dr. Teniſen's Sermon of Diſcretion in giving Alms. 12m. 

A Diſcourſe concerning the Merit of Good Works. | 

The Enthuſiaſm of the Church of Rome, demonſtrated in ſome Obſervations 
upon the Life of Ignatius Loyola, ( Founder of the Order of Jeſus. ) 

Refleftions upon the Books of the Holy Scripture, in order to eſtabliſh the 
Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, in 3 Parts. 800. . 

The Texts which the Papiſts cite out of the Bible for Proof of the Points of 
their Religion Examined, and ſhew'd to be alledged without Ground. In fe- 
veral Diſcourſes, Nineteen whereof are publiſhed. The few remaining till 
Follow weekly in their Order . With two Tables to the Whole, of Matters, and 
the Texts themſelves. 

A Brief Declaration of the Lord's Supper : Written by Dr. N:cholas Ridley, 
Biſhop of Loxdor, during his Impriſonment, with ſome orher Determinations 
and Difpurations concerning the ſame Argument, by the ſame Author. To 
which is annexed an Extract of ſeveral Paſſages to the ſame purpoſe, our of a 
Book, intituled, Dzalaicon; written by Dr, Fohn Poyner, Biſhop of Winche- 
ſer, in the Reigns of E4. 6. and Q. Mary. geo. 


An Expoſition of the Ten Commandments, by Simon Patrick, D. D. Dean 
of Peterborough. 80. | 

A Continuation of the Preſent State of the.Controverſie berween the Church 
of England and the Church of Reme : Being a full! account of the Books that 
_have been of late written on both Sides. geo. | 

A Diſcourſe of the Pope's Supremacy, Part. I. in Anſwer to a Treatiſe, in- 
tiruled, [ Sr. Peter's Supremacy faithfully diſcuſs'd according to the Holy Scri P= 
ture, and Greek and Latin Fathers, and ro a Sermon of Sr. Peter, preached 
before her Majeſty the Queen Dowager on St, Peter and St. Payl's day] by 

T#o. Godden, D, D. | 


